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AS OF: 10/03/2002 

STAGE: 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 89-29 
NAME: VICTORIA CENTER 

APPLICANT: C & R. ENTERPRISES 

PAGE: 1 

STATUS [Open, Wi thd] 
W [ D i s a p , Appr] 

--DATE--

1 0 / 0 3 / 2 0 0 2 

0 6 / 2 6 / 1 9 9 1 

0 2 / 2 7 / 1 9 9 1 

0 2 / 0 5 / 1 9 9 1 

1 0 / 0 3 / 1 9 9 0 

0 7 / 2 6 / 1 9 8 9 

0 7 / 2 6 / 1 9 8 9 

0 7 / 2 6 / 1 9 8 9 

/ / 

MEETING-PURPOSE 

APPLICATION WITHDRAWN 

P . B . APPEARANCE 

P . B . APPEARANCE 

WORK SESSION APPEARANCE 

P . B . APPEARANCE 

P . B . APPEARANCE 

P . B . APPEARANCE 

P . B . APPEARANCE 

•ACTION-TAKEN 

WITHDRAWN 

TO RETURN 

TO RETURN 

REV.-NO W.S. RETURN 

RETURN TO WORK SESS. 

SITE VISIT SCHEDULED 

LEAD AGENCY 

TO RETURN 



AS OF: 10/03/2002 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
ESCROW 

PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 89-29 
NAME: VICTORIA CENTER 

APPLICANT: C & R ENTERPRISES 

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE 

/ / 

07/07/1989 SITE PLAN ESCROW 

10/02/2002 P.B. ENGINEER FEE 

10/03/2002 RET. TO APPLICANT 

PAID 

PAID 

CHG 

CHG 

TOTAL: 

5 0 1 . 

4 9 9 . 

1 0 0 0 . 

. 0 0 

. 0 0 

. 0 0 

0 . 

1000 . 

1000. 

. 0 0 

. 00 

. 0 0 0.00 

/O/3/0Z-



September 24, 2002 

Mr. James Petro 
Chairman, Town of New Windsor Planning Board 

Dear Mr. Petro: 

Please withdraw my application #89-29 on property 
Section 32-2-29 Town of New Windsor, The property 
has since been sold and please return all monies 
to Nicholas J. Cardaropoli of C&R Enterprizes. 

truly, 

choi&£ J 
Principle C& 
48 Westbrook Road 
Newburgh, NY 12550 



AS OF: 10/02/02 PAGE: 1 

HISTORICAL CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT 
JOB: 87-56 NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant) CLIENT: NEWWIN - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
TASK: 8 9 - 2 9 

TASK-NO REC -DATE- TRAN EMPL ACT DESCRIPTION- RATE HRS. TIME 
DOLLARS 

EXP. BILLED BALANCE 

89-29 
89-29 
89-29 
89-29 
89-29 

58986 
58991 
59001 
59007 
59073 

06/06/89 
07/06/89 
07/19/89 
07/19/89 
09/25/89 

TIME 
TIME 
TIME 
TIME 
TIME 

MJE 
MJE 
MJE 
NJE 
MJE 

MC 
MC 
MC 
CL 
MC 

VICTORIAN CTR 
VICTORIA CTR 
VICTORIA CTR 
VICTORIA CENTER 
VICTORIA CTR 

60.00 
60.00 
60.00 
19.00 
60.00 

0.30 
0.30 
1.00 
0.50 
0.50 

18.00 
18.00 
60.00 
9.50 
30.00 

89 29 59070 09/18/89 BILL INV 89-369 

89-29 59133 12/29/89 TIME MJE MC VICTORIA CTR 60.00 0.30 

89-29 59117 12/11/89 BILL INV 89-481 

89-29 59302 05/03/90 BILL INV 90-217 

135.50 

18.00 

18.00 

89-29 
89-29 
89-29 

59199 
59226 
59231 

02/15/90 
03/09/90 
03/14/90 

TIME 
TIME 
TIME 

MJE 
MJE 
MJE 

MC 
MC 
MC 

VICTORIA CTR 
VICTORIAN CTR 
VICTORIAN CTR 

60.00 
60.00 
60.00 

0.30 
0.30 
1.50 

18.00 
18.00 
90.00 

126.00 

89-29 
89-29 
89-29 

89-29 

89-29 
89-29 
89-29 

59493 
59497 
59500 

59596 

59699 
59774 
59819 

09/24/90 
09/25/90 

09/25/90 

12/17/90 

02/05/91 
02/25/91 
02/26/91 

TIME 
TIME 
TIME 

TIME 
TIME 
TIME 

MJE 
MJE 
MCK 

MJE 
MJE 
MCK 

MC 
MC 
CL 

MC 
MC 
CL 

VICTORIA CTR. 
VICRORIA CTR. 

R/C:VICTORIA CTR S/P 

BILL 90-420 

VICTORIAN CTR S/P 
VICTORIA CENTER 
REV COM:VICTORIA S/P 

60.00 
60.00 
25.00 

65.00 
65.00 
25.00 

0.50 
0.10 
1.00 

0.40 
0.80 
1.00 

30.00 
6.00 
25.00 

61.00 

26.00 
52.00 
25.00 

-105.50 

-105.50 

-30.00 

-30.00 

144.00 

-144.00 

-61.00 

-61.00 

103.00 



AS OF: 10/02/02 PAGE: 2 
HISTORICAL CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT 

JOB: 87-56 NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant) CLIENT: NEWWIN - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
TASK: 8 9 - 2 9 

TASK-NO REC -DATE - TRAN EMPL ACT DESCRIPTION- RATE HRS. TIME 
DOLLARS 

EXP. BILLED BALANCE 

89-29 60042 05/08/91 

89-29 60385 06/24/91 TIME 
89-29 60328 06/25/91 TIME 
89-29 60386 06/25/91 TIME 

89-29 61104 10/24/91 

BILL inv 91-282 

MJE 
MCK 
MJE 

MC 
CL 
MC 

VICTORIA CTR 
V/REVIEW COMMENTS 
VICTORIA CTR S/P 

65.00 
25.00 
65.00 

0.40 
1.00 

0.10 

26.00 
25.00 
6.50 

BILL MHE INV 91-579 

TASK TOTAL 

57.50 

501.00 O.OO 

103.00 

-103.00 

-57.50 

-57.50 

-501.00 0.00 

GRAND TOTAL 501.00 0.00 -501.00 0.00 
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AS OF: 06/25/91 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS 
PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 89-29 
NAME: VICTORIA CENTER 

APPLICANT: C & R ENTERPRISES 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

ORIG 

REV1 

REV1 

REV2 

REV2 

REV2 

REV2 

REV2 

REV2 

ORIG 

REV2 

REV3 

DATE-SENT 

09/15/89 

09/15/89 

09/15/89 

09/15/89 

09/15/89 

09/15/89 

09/15/89 

09/15/89 

09/15/89 

09/15/89 

09/15/89 

09/07/89 

09/07/89 

09/05/90 

09/05/90 

09/05/90 

09/05/90 

09/05/90 

09/05/90 

10/05/90 

10/05/90 

02/12/91 

AGENCY 

MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 

MUNICIPAL WATER 

MUNICIPAL SEWER 

MUNICIPAL SANITARY 

MUNICIPAL FIRE 

PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 

COUNTY PLANNING 

COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 

COUNTY D.P.W. 

STATE D.O.T. 

STATE D.E.C. 

MUNICIPAL WATER 

MUNICIPAL SANITARY 

MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 

MUNICIPAL WATER 

MUNICIPAL SEWER 

MUNICIPAL SANITARY 

MUNICIPAL FIRE 

PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 

O.C. PLANNING DEPT. 

O.C. PLANNING DEPT. 

MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 

- DATE-RECD 

09/05/90 

07/10/89 

10/30/89 

09/05/90 

07/13/89 

09/05/90 

09/05/90 

09/05/90 

09/05/90 

09/05/90 

09/05/90 

09/10/89 

09/10/89 

02/12/91 

09/10/90 

02/12/91 

09/12/90 

09/11/90 

02/12/91 

02/12/91 

11/05/90 

05/16/91 

RESPONSE 

SUPERSEDED BY REV2 

APPROVED 

APPROVED 

SUPERSEDED BY REV2 

APPROVED 

SUPERSEDED BY REV2 

SUPERSEDED BY REV2 

SUPERSEDED BY REV2 

SUPERSEDED BY REV2 

SUPERSEDED BY REV2 

SUPERSEDED BY REV2 

APPROVED 

APPROVED 

SUPERSEDED BY REV3 

APPROVED 

SUPERSEDED BY REV3 

APPROVED 

APPROVED 

SUPERSEDED BY REV3 

SUPERSEDED BY REV3 

NO RESPONSE 

SUPERSEDED BY REV4 



AS OF: 06/25/91 

STAGE: 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 89-29 
NAME: VICTORIA CENTER 

APPLICANT: C & R ENTERPRISES 

PAGE: 2 

STATUS [Open, Withd] 
0 [Disap, Appr] 

•- MEETING-PURPOSE 

02/12/91 MUNICIPAL WATER 

02/12/91 MUNICIPAL SEWER 

02/12/91 MUNICIPAL SANITARY 

02/12/91 MUNICIPAL FIRE 

02/12/91 PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 

05/16/91 MUNICIPAL E3<?HWAY 

1/16/91 MUN^PTPAL WATER 

05/16/^i^MUNICIPAL SEWER 

05/^/91 MUNrCSEAL SANITARY 

05/16/91 MUNICIPAL F: 

05/16/91 PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 

ACTION-TAKEN 

02/12/91 APPROVED 

05/16/91 SUPERSEDED BY REV4 

02/20/91 APPROVED 

02/19/91 APPROVED 

05/16/91 SUPERSEDED BY REV4 

/ / 

/ / 

/ / 

/ / 

05/23/91 APPROVED 

/ / 



• # 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

AS OF: 06/25/91 
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS 

STAGE: 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 89-29 
NAME: VICTORIA CENTER 

APPLICANT: C & R ENTERPRISES 

—DATE— MEETING-PURPOSE ACTION-TAKEN 

02/27/91 P.B. APPEARANCE TO RETURN 

02/05/91 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REV.-NO W.S. RETURN 

10/03/90 P.B. APPEARANCE RETURN TO WORK SESS. 

07/26/89 P.B. APPEARANCE SITE VISIT SCHEDULED 

07/26/89 P.B. APPEARANCE LEAD AGENCY 

07/26/89 P.B. APPEARANCE TO RETURN 

PAGE: 1 

STATUS [Open, Withd] 
O [Disap, ApprJ 



AS OF: 09/15/89 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
MUNICIPAL CHARGES 

PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 89-29 
NAME: VICTORIA CENTER 

APPLICANT: C & R ENTERPRISES 

-DATE— DESCRIPTION-*' TRANS AMT-CHG AMT-PAID BAL-DUE 

07/07/89 APPLICATION FEE 

07/07/89 APPLICATION FEE 

CHG 

PAID 

TOTAL: 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 

25.00 0.00 

AS OF: 09/15/89 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
ESCROW ACCOUNT 

PAGE: 1 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 89-29 
NAME: VICTORIA CENTER 

APPLICANT: C & R ENTERPRISES 

- -DATE— DESCRIPTION- TRANS AMT-CHG AMT-PAID BAL-DUE 

07/07/89 SITE PLAN FEE PAID 

TOTAL; 

1000.00 

0.00 1000.00 -1000.00 



ZIMMERMAN w 

ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C 

Route 17M Haniman, N.Y. 10926 (914) 782-7976 FAX: 782-3148 

GERALD ZIMMERMAN P.E.. l.S. 

May 15, 1991 

Mr. Carl Scheifer, Chairman 
Tovm of New Windsor Planning Board 
Town Hall 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Re: Site Plan for Victoria Center 
Our Job No. 89-27 

Dear Mr. Scheifer and Planning Board Members: 

With regard to the above referenced project we are forwarding for your consideration 
the revised site plan outlining the following changes. 

We last appeared before your Board on February 27, 1991 with our site plan indicating 
a retail and office use for this property. Based on the Planning Board's review 
comments, we have revised the site plan for office use only. The modification to 
this plan was made to satisfy the concerns of the Planning Board relating to: 

1. Existing bridge on Little Britain Road, and 

2. Traffic volumes requiring a left turn lane. 

We believe that the proposed change in use to office space only will eliminate the 
need for truck traffic to utilize this site. We also believe that the traffic 
volumes will be greatly reduced during the course of an average day since office 
use will generate far less traffic than a retail use at this site. 

We will be present at your Planning Board Meeting to discuss this matter further. 

Very truly yours, 

* y Li • o « 

GZ/jl 
cc: Mr.Nicholas Cardaropoli 

Mr. Phil Rainai 



2-27-91 

VICTORIA CENTER SITE PLAN (89-29) MOORES HILL & RILEY ROAD 

Mr. Michael Murphy of Zimmerman Engineering came before 
the Board representing this proposal. 

MR. MURPHY: My name is Michael Murphy and I am with 
Zimmerman Engineering. I am here to present 
Victoria Center tonight. We are here tonight to 
discuss the changes that have been made to the plan 
since the last meeting. Last time we appeared before 
the Board was October 3rd, 1990. At that time, we 
received review letter from Mark Edsall and it had a 
number of minor items that he wanted either revised 
or changes and we have complied with all those changes. 
That would include handicapped parking details and 
signs, a lighting plan, dumpster enclosures, storm 
drainage study and design and that is about it for 
the changes on the plan. Also, we did change the use 
of the building. We wanted to be able to have at 
least two small restaurants in the building. So, due 
to that, we had to eliminate one of the building 
spaces in order for the parking regulations to work 
out. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I notice the date on this plan is 
2-27-91. Have you submitted those plans? 

MR. MURPHY: Those are just my notes on that map. It's 
the one— 

MR. BABCOCK: February 12th. 

MR. MURPHY: 1-16-91, that's the correct one. The 
2-27-91, I just put that on their myself tonicrht. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Okay, I found it. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: What are all those lines? 

MR. MURPHY: Those are the light illumination lines. 
It shows how it will be lit, light will onlv be falling 
on the site itself. It's all pointed inward towards 
the building and not outwards towards the residences 
surrounding it. Also of some concern at the last 
Planning Board meeting was the condition of the bridge 
existing on Old Little Britain Road. That matter was 
brought up once before about a year ago. We tried to 
track it down, find some information on that bridge 
through the State, the county and the town and nobodv 
seems to have any records of that bridge. We also 
tried to get more recently last time it was brouoht 

-13-



2-27-9 

up i n Oc tobe r and once a g a i n , we went t h rough t h e whole 
c i r c u i t and we found no i n f o r m a t i o n , any of t h e a g e n c i e s 
t h a t might be i n v o l v e d wi th t h i s b r i d g e . So , we a l s o 
checked w i t h Br idge I n s p e c t i o n S e r v i c e s . We asked them 
w h a t , i f t h e y cou ld do a s tudy on t h e b r i d g e and t e l l us 
what t h e l o a d r a t i n g would b e . They say w i t h o u t a p l a n , 
a s t u d y of t h a t t ype would be t o c o s t l y . You c ou ld 
r e p l a c e t h e b r i d g e cheaper than you cou ld s t u d y i t w i t h ­
o u t a p l a n t o p u t a load r a t i n g on i t . So , t h e on ly 
o t h e r t h i n g we have done i s we have gone o u t t h e r e . 
We have looked a t t h e b r i d g e o u r s e l v e s and i t a p p e a r s 
t o be i n r e l a t i v e l y good c o n d i t i o n . I t ' s n o t f a l l i n g 
down. The t y p e of t r a f f i c t h a t was c r o s s i n g t h e 
b r i d g e w h i l e we were out t h e r e i n c l u d e d s c h o o l b u s e s , 
p ropane d e l i v e r y t r u c k s and , you know, as f a r as we s e e , 
t h e t r a f f i c t h a t ' s going t o be coming t o and from our 
s i t e i s n o t g o i n g t o be of any d i f f e r e n t c h a r a c t e r t h a n 
t h e t y p e of t r a f f i c t h a t i s a l r e a d y c r o s s i n g t h i s b r i d g e . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: The only t h i n g i s — 

MR. MURPHY: I t ' s no ted as a 5 t o n w e i g h t l i m i t y e t 
s c h o o l buse s c r o s s i t and they a r e on t h e a v e r a a e of 
12 o r 13 t o n s . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: You ' re go ing t o o u t a t r a c t o r t r a i l e r 
over t h e b r i d g e , t h a t ' s w h a t ' s a o t t o be checked . 

MR. MURPHY: We d o n ' t a n t i c i p a t e h a v i n a a l o t of t r a c t o r 
t r a i l e r s c r o s s i n g . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: What normal ly d e l i v e r s t o s t o r e s and 
so f o r t h i s 80,000 pound t r a c t o r t r a i l e r s . Now, a 
s c h o o l bus g r a n t e d v/eighs 1 3 , 12 t o 13,000 pounds 
u n l o a d e d . I s e l l them, I know I ' m i n t h e b u s i n e s s . 
I t ' s a l l I do f o r a l i v i n g s i x days a week. So , I 
know t h e b u s i n e s s . T h e r e ' s a b i g d i f f e r e n c e between 
13,000 pounds go ing ac ross and 80,000 pounds g o i n a 
a c r o s s and t h a t ' s w h a t ' s go ing t o have t o go a c r o s s 
t h e b r i d g e . 

MR. MURPHY: School bus weighs 13 t o n s . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: T h i r t e e n (13) t o n s t o 80,000 p o u n d s . 

MR. MURPHY: There a r e a l t e r n a t e r o u t e s t o t h i s s i t e , 
t r a c t o r t r a i l e r d o e s n ' t have t o c r o s s t h a t b r i d g e . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I want an e x p e r t s r e p o r t t o say t h a t 
t h a t b r i d g e w i l l c a r r y 80,000 p o u n d s . You w o n ' t g e t 
i t e i t h e r . B e c a u s e , t h a t ' s what y o u ' r e go ing t o n e e d . 
The a v e r a g e t r a c t o r t r a i l e r , you know, y o u ' r e i n t h e 



2-27-

business, you put a dump truck on there, load that 
thing up, what do you got? 

MR. LANDER: 72,000. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: What ' s a cement t r u c k loaded? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I n t o t h e 8 0 ' s 

MR. MC CARVILLE: How do you t h i n k cement t r u c k s g e t 
back t h e r e t o b u i l d h o u s e s ? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They a r e g o i n g o v e r i t t o d a y . 

MR. MURPHY: T h a t ' s o u r p o i n t . 

MR. MC CARVILLE: The b r i d g e — i s t h e r e a w e i g h t l i m i t 
on t h a t b r i d g e ? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: F ive (5) t o n s . 

MR. LANDER: I d o n ' t t h i n k two wrongs make a r i q h t , 
j u s t because t h e y ' r e go ing a c r o s s i t now d o e s n ' t 
m e a n — t h e r e ' s a 5 t o n w e i g h t l i m i t on t h a t b r i d g e . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I f t h e b r i d g e c a v e s , who ' s crot t o 
r e p a i r i t , t h e Town of New Windsor . I d o n ' t t h i n k 
t h a t ' s f a i r t o t h e p e o p l e of t h e Town of New Windsor . 

MR. MURPHY: I d o n ' t t h i n k i t i s f a i r t o t h i s a p p l i c a n t 
t o make t h a t b r i d g e t h e i r p r o b l e m . That b r i d g e i s an 
e x i s t i n g town b r i d g e , i t ' s b e i n g used by v e h i c l e s e v e r v -
day t h a t exceed t h e w e i g h t l i m i t p o s t e d on t h a t b r i d g e . 
The type of t r a f f i c we a n t i c i p a t e a t t h i s p o i n t i s no 
d i f f e r e n t t h a n t h e t r a f f i c t h a t c r o s s e s t h a t b r i d g e 
today and I d o n ' t s ee where i t becomes a problem fo r 
t h i s a p p l i c a n t . 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Numerical numbers on t h e box h e r e 
r e p r e s e n t s t o r e s , i s t h a t c o r r e c t ? 

MR. MURPHY: Yes . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: This i s g o i n g t o be two l e v e l s ? 

MR. DUBALDI: T h e r e ' s a c t u a l l y 2 6 . 

MR. MURPHY; Twen ty - s ix ( 2 6 ) . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I ' l l t e l l you s o m e t h i n g , I admit we 
a r e i n a c a t c h 22 s i t u a t i o n h e r e , okay , b u t we s t i l l 
g o t t o have some c o n c r e t e e v i d e n c e t h a t t h a t b r i d a e 

- 1 5 -



2-27-91 

w i l l c a r r y i t . We j u s t c a n ' t a r b i t r a r i l y say i t ' s 
go ing t o c a r r y i t b e c a u s e somebody f a l l s t h rough t h a t 
b r i d g e , you d o n ' t have a p rob lem b u t t h e Town of New 
Windsor h a s t h e p rob lem. The p e o p l e t h a t l i v e h e r e 
have a p rob l em. They have t o p i c k up t h e t a b and 
t h e b i l l and t h a t ' s n o t f a i r . 

MR. MURPHY: What ' s y o u r s u g g e s t i o n ? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We have t o have an e n g i n e e r look 
a t t h e b r i d g e t o s e e how s t a b l e i t i s . 

MR. MURPHY: We spoke t o an e n g i n e e r who- -

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Le t me s e e some l e t t e r s , some k ind 
of d o c u m e n t a t i o n . I want t o s e e documen ta t i on from 
an e n g i n e e r i n g p e r s o n t h a t knows what t h e y a r e d o i n g , 
okay, t h a t t h a t b r i d g e can c a r r y t h e w e i g h t and I ' l l 
be s a t i s f i e d 100%. Y o u ' l l n e v e r h e a r from me a g a i n . 

MR. MURPHY: F i n e . 

MR. MC CARVILLE: In a d d i t i o n t o t h e h i ahway , which 
needs a p p r o v a l , i n t h a t r e s p e c t , you a l s o have t h e 
sewer a p p r o v a l which i s s t i l l l a c k i n a h e r e . We do 
have f i r e a p p r o v a l . 

MR. LANDER: What do we have from t h e highwav? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Not a p p r o v e d . 

MR. KRIEGER: As a m a t t e r of f a c t , a c c o r d i n g t o t h e 
t h i n g , t hey were s u p e r c e d e d , t h e v were r e v i s e d f a s t e r 
t han t h e Highway Depar tment a c t e d on i t . 

MR. DUBALDI: Do you have a p i c t u r e of what t h e f r o n t 
of t h e b u i l d i n g i s go ing t o look l i k e ? 

MR. MURPHY: I d o n ' t have i t w i t h me. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: The b i g g e s t problem t h a t b o t h e r e d 
me i s t h e b r i d g e , t h e b r i d g e has go t a 5 t o n w e i g h t 
l i m i t on i t . 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I t h i n k some r e s e a r c h has t o be done 
why i t was p u t on t h e r e and what t h e c a p a c i t v i s . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: T h a t ' s r i g h t and i t can be done by 
p r i v a t e e n g i n e e r i n g f i r m . T h e r e ' s no p r o b l e m , o t h e r 
than y o u r s e l f , t h a t can be d o n e . 

MR. MURPHY: Othe r t h a n t h e c o s t b e a r e d by t h e d e v e l o p e r ' s 
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t o s t u d y a town b r i d g e , an e x i s t i n g t o w n b r i d g e . 

MR.* VAN LEEUWEN: Tom, w h a t do y o u want f rom u s ? Do 
y o u w a n t u s t o p a y f o r i t , i s t h a t w h a t y o u ' d l i k e ? 

MR. MURPHY: No. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: At t h i s p o i n t — 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: D o n ' t a g g r e v a t e me a n y m o r e t h a n 
w h a t y o u h a v e . 

MR. MC CARVILLE: P u t t i n g t h e b r i d g e i s s u e a s i d e , t a k e 
a l o o k a t t h e p l a n , o t h e r i t e m s on t h e p l a n t h a t y o u 
h a v e con ce r n s a b o u t ? 

MR. LANDER: W h a t ' s t h e b l u e s h a d e d a r e a on Moores 
H i l l Road? 

MR. MURPHY: T h a t was g o i n g t o b e a s w a l e a l o n g t h e 
e d g e o f t h e r o a d . 

MR. DUBALDI: I t h i n k Mark h a d a comment a b o u t t h a t . 

MR. LANDER: T h a t ' s c h a n g e d now. 

MR. MURPHY: Y e s , I b e l i e v e s o . T h a t ' s i n t h e 
d r a i n a g e p l a n s on s h e e t 5 shows t o b e p i c k e d up 
and p i p e d r a t h e r t h a n an o p e n d i t c h . 

MR. LANDER: Our e n g i n e e r h a d a comment on t h e d r a i n a g e 
s y s t e m , w h e t h e r o r n o t t h e d r a i n a g e s y s t e m i s t o b e 
d e d i c a t e d t o t h e town o r p r i v a t e . 

MR. MURPHY: I f i t ' s t o b e d e d i c a t e d t o t h e t o w n , t h e n 
we h a v e t o p r o v i d e an e a s e m e n t o v e r i t . 

MR. LANDER: R i g h t . 

MR. MURPHY: I f t h e t own i s a g r e e a b l e t o t h a t , I ' m 
s u r e t h e d e v e l o p e r ' s w o u l d b e a g r e e a b l e t o t h a t . 

MR. MC CARVILLE: T h a t ' s on t h e d r a i n a g e e a s e m e n t f o r 
t h e d r a i n a g e . 

MR. LANDER: Y e s , w e l l , i f i t ' s g o i n g t o b e p r i v a t e 
t h e n i t ' s g o i n g t o h a v e t o b e p u t i n an e a s e m e n t . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: W h a t ' s t h a t ? 

MR. LANDER: The d r a i n a g e . 
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MR. VAN LEEUWEN: If it's going to be on town property 
it can't be. 

MR. LANDER: Some of it's on private property, right? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: If he's going to bring it down to 
the stream, okay. 

MR. MURPHY: It crosses over. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: He's either got to put it on town 
property or he's going to maintain it, either one. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I don't see where we can take anv 
further action on this tonight. I suggest that per­
haps you talk to the State DOT about that bridae that 
was part of the old Route 207 was constructed by the 
State. Many bridges similiar to it throughout the 
county and State of New York. There could be a real 
possibility that that weight limit was put up for the 
benefit of the highway beyond the bridge rather than 
the bridge itself. You may want to take a look at 
that aspect. That bridge may be very capable of 
handling 80 tons. We don't know that but until we do 
know that, I think the Board is going to have a 
difficult time approving this. 

MR. DUBALDI: Are we going to schedule a public 
hearing? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Not until the bridcre area is 
cleaned up. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: We have taken lead agency. 

MR. BABCOCK: Right. Do you have records on that? 

MR. MURPHY: Yes. Alsof earlier I noticed vou 
directing the previous site plan to Orange County 
Planning Department. It's aot to go to the planning. 
Who sends it to planning? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: The Planning Board does. 

MR. BABCOCK: It was sent 10-5-90. 

MR. MURPHY: Was there any response from them? 

MR. BABCOCK: As of this record doesn't show that 
there was. Is there any in the file? 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Nothing here from the county. Because 
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you have g o t t h r e e r e v i s i o n s . No r e s pons e as of 1 1 - 5 - 9 0 . 
No, we d o n ' t have any . 

MR. MURPHY: We need a r e s p o n s e from theiti a l s o t h e r e was 
a t r a f f i c s t u d y per formed f o r t h i s s i t e wi th r e g a r d s t o 
t h e i n t e r s e c t i o n on Route 207 and Old L i t t l e B r i t a i n 
Road and a l s o t h e r e s t of t h e s u r r o u n d i n g i n t e r s e c t i o n s . 
Tha t t r a f f i c s t u d y h a s been s u b m i t t e d t o New York S t a t e 
DOT back i n December, e a r l y December and they have 
s t i l l y e t t o f i n i s h t h e i r r ev i ew of t h a t s t u d y . So , 
t h e n e x t t ime we come b a c k , w e ' l l be back wi th t h e 
r e s p o n s e from New York S t a t e DOT on t h e t r a f f i c s t u d v . 

MR. MC CARVILLE: And some i n f o r m a t i o n on t h e b r i d g e 
p e r h a p s . 

MR. MURPHY: So t h a t ' s what I want t o g e t down t o i s 
e x a c t l y what i s l e f t h e r e , you know, as f a r as t h e 
s i t e p l a n i t s e l f g o e s . I b e l i e v e we have a d d r e s s e d 
a l l t h e c o n c e r n s , e v e r y t h i n g e l s e now seems t o be of 
s i t e conce rns as f a r as t h e b r i d g e and the i n t e r s e c t i o n 
on Route 20 7 . 

MR. MC CARVILLE: The p l a n i t s e l f I have no problem 
wi th t h e p l a n . 

MR. LANDER: What ' s t h e s l o p e on t h e p a r k i n g l o t ? 

MR. MURPHY: I b e l i e v e i t ' s l i k e 2%. I t ' s r e l a t i v e l v 
f l a t . The only s t e e p a r e a i s where t h e p a r k i n g l o t 
comes around t h e back h e r e and c l imbs and t h a t I 
b e l i e v e i s 8%. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: G e t t i n g back t o who i s qoincr t o pav 
for t h e s t u d y , t h e town i s n o t a s k i n g you n e o p l e t o 
pu t up a b u i l d i n g , y o u ' r e a s k i n a t h e town t o p u t up a 
b u i l d i n g s o t h e r e f o r e , t h e burden l i e s upon you t o 
p rove t o us t h a t b r i d g e i s s a f e . T h a t ' s no t up t o t h e 
town c a p i c h e ( p h o n e t i c ) ? 

MR. MURPHY: Capiche. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Carmine, any additional comments? 

MR. DUBALDI: No. 

MR. LANDER: No. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: No, not at this time. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Okav. 
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MR. MURPHY: So the two outstanding questions are with 
regards to traffic and the bridge. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Yes. 

MR. BABCOCK: The drainage a l s o , j u s t keep in mind 
t h a t ' s what I j u s t gave y o u , i f y o u ' r e going on town 
proper ty then off town proper ty and back on, i s i t 
going t o be a town d ra inage , p r i v a t e drainage? 

MR. MURPHY: If i t ' s town d ra inage , w e ' l l have to 
provide an easement. 

MR. BABCOCK: I th ink the town would r a t h e r be a 
p r i v a t e dra inage system to be very honest with you. 
I t ' s going t o be connected t o your p r i v a t e system. 
If i t ' s completely on the town r igh t -of -way , I d o n ' t 
th ink we have a problem with t h a t . But, i f i t ' s 
going t o cross over and connect t o a p r i v a t e drainage 
easement, I d o n ' t th ink t h a t we ' re goina t o accept 
something l i k e t h a t . 

MR. MURPHY: Al l r i g h t . 

MR. BABCOCK: Maybe you can pass t h a t by a l so the 
Highway Super in tenden t . I did speak with him. He 
did do a review on t h i s and apparent ly h a s n ' t crot 
here yet maybe you ought t o t a l k to him about t h a t . 

MR. MURPHY: Okay, so I ' l l speak t o Skip. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Okay, thank you. 
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AS OF; 09/18/8? PA6E: 1 
CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT 

JOB; 87-56 NEK WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant) CLIENT: NEHKIN - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
TASK: 89- 29 

TASK-NO REC . - D A T E - TRAN EHPL ACT DESCRIPTION- RATE HRS. TIHE 
DOLLARS 

EXP. BILLED BALANCE 

39-29 28271 04/06/89 TIHE 
89-29 30592 07/06/89 TIHE 
89-29 31095 07/19/8? TIHE 
89-29 31332 07/19/89 TIHE 

HJE 
HJE 
HJE 
HJE 

HC 
HC 
HC 
CL 

VICTORIAN CTR 
VICTORIA CTR 
VICTORIA CTR 
VICTORIA CENTER 

60.00 0.30 
60.00 0.30 
60.00 1.00 
19.00 0.50 

TASK TOTAL 

18.00 
18.00 
60.00 
9.50 

105.50 0.00 0.00 105.50 

BRAND TOTAL 105.50 0.00 0.00 105.50 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

PLANNING BOARD 

SEPTEMBER 26, 1990 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

ALSO PRESENT 

ABSENT: 

CARL SCHIEFER, CHAIRMAN 
CARMEN DUBALDI 
HENRY VAN LEEUWEN 
JOHN PAGANO 
RON LANDER 
DAN MC CARVILLE (Arriving late) 

MARK EDSALL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 
ANDREW KREIGER, ESQ., PLANNING BOARD ATTORNEY 
MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING INSPECTOR 

VINCE SOUKUP 

MR. SCHIEFER: I'd like to call the regular meeting of the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board to order. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I make a motion that we approve the 
August 22nd, 1990 minutes. 

MR. PAGANO: I will second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. Lander "" Aye 
Mr. Pagano Aye 
Mr. Van Leeuwen Aye 
Mr. Dubaldi Aye 
Mr. S c h i e f e r Aye 

VICTORIA CENTER SITE PLAN (89-29) MOORES HILL & RILEY ROAD 

Mr. Michael Murphy came before the Board r e p r e s e n t i n g t h i s 
proposa l . 

MR. MURPHY: My name i s Michael Murphy, I am with Jerry 
Zimmerman's o f f i c e . We are here t o p r e s e n t the s i te* plan for 
V i c t o r i a Center. Here a l s o ton ight i s Nick Cardaropoli (phone­
t i c ) , one of the p r i n c i p a l s i n C & R E n t e r p r i s e s and 
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Phillip Greeley from John Collins Engineering,-he prepared the 
traffic study that we submitted the last Planning Board meeting 
we attended for this project which was roughly a year ago. We 
haven't lost interest in the project. We have been working on 
it throughout that year. We have had, I believe, it was two 
meetings with Mark Edsall in regards to this project and the 
way we left it back in September, the two main issues of the 
concern for the Planning Board and also for this project was 
the water source and the traffic conditions. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Water and sewer. 

MR. MURPHY: There is sewer there because that is not a 
problem. 

MR. LANDER: What is the date on your plans? 

MR. MURPHY: Last revised April 16th, 1990. 

MR. EDSALL: Bottom stamp is September 4th. 

MR. MURPHY: As I was saying, the two main concerns on this 
project was the water system and the traffic impacts. As far 
as the water system goes, there is a new district that is 
trying to be formed in this area of town. It would include 
this project site, Blossom Heights, the C & R Enterprises 
project which is a subdivision right adjoining this property 
and I believe there is also Moores Hill Estates, 17 iot-subdivi-
sion on Moores Hill Road that would also be going joined in this 
water district. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Do you realize we cannot do a heck of a lot 
with this actually there is no kind of approvals given until 
the water district has been formed. 

MR. MURPHY: That work is going on right now. People are taking 
actions to create the water district and get the plans approved 
by Orange County Health Department and— 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Orange County Health Department can't approve 
it until the water district has been set up. 

MR. MURPHY: Approved by the town, right. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: And by the DEC. 

MR. MURPHY: What we are doing with this site plan is an 
alternate. We'd like to reserve the right to use on-site wells, 
should this water distribution not come to a head anytime soon 
so that is basically how we are going to handle the water 
situation. We are actively involved in the water distribution 
system that is being formed and as a back-up system, we reserve 
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the right to put a well on the property which would be needed 
to be approved and approved Orange County Health Department. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I Wouldn't go along with a well. If it's a 
water district coming in, it should be tied into New Windsor 
water. I'm sure the Town Board is going to say the same thing. 

MR. MURPHY: We can also, you know, develop the project with 
the well first and as the water distribution system comes in, 
we'd be obligated to connect to it. That is another possibility, 
I mean, we just don't want to hold up this entire project on a 
water distribution system that involves three projects and is 
not completely under our control. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Is there any other comments? 

MR. PAGANO: There is a bridge that is shown here. I think 
it's a 7 ton bridge or something like that. Do you have any— 

MR. LANDER: Five (5) ton limit. 

MR. PAGANO: You are going to have a hard problem getting 
heavy equipment over that. 

MR. MURPHY: There is an alternate route, they can come down 
from the other end of Riley Road. 

MR. PAGANO: How about deliveries, across your property, you 
have to have trucks coming in with heavy deliveries. All of 
them are going to have to come into the, in the back road? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They are not going to, they are going to come 
across the bridge. 

MR. PAGANO: I want something from DOT. I can't honestly vote. 

MR. MURPHY: We did speak to the DOT and this bridge is no 
longer in their jurisdiction as part of the town road, Old 
Little Britian Road is now a town road, New York State DOT is 
not involved. 

MR, VAN LEEUWEN: I think the bridge should have a 15 or 20 ton 
limit and I think what you should do is discuss it with the 
Town Board. You have to realize one thing you have a tractor 
trailer coming through, you know, you are going to have more 
than 20 ton tractor, trailer alone weighs approximately 15,000 
pounds, 15, 16,000 pounds, that is 7 1/2 tons by itself. That's 
already— 

MR. MURPHY: It's also a short bridge and not the full weight 
is on that bridge at any one time. 
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MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Just take the tractor tandom axel tractor 
weighs 12,000 pounds, trailer weighs three. I'm in the business, 
I know. 

MR. PAGANO: This was brought up at another time, one of the 
preliminary meetings, this bridge load was brought up, that 
is why I am surprised to see it come this far, it's still not 
addressed. If you fall through that bridge, it's the Town of 
New Windsor's problem. They have got a law suit if we approve 
it. 

MR. MURPHY: If the bridge is rated for that type of traffic, 
the trucks have to come another way. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We don't want them to come through residential 
sections anyway because they are going to holler about it. I 
want to be very honest with you, sit down with the Supervisor 
and Town Highway Superintendent, see if something can be done 
to take care of that bridge. That is a 5 ton limit, one 
tractor alone is going over the limit. We don't have a problem 
there now. If you are going to put a fairly sized and I have 
no objection to the shopping center but you are creating a 
problem for the Town of New Windsor and our taxes are high 
enough and I would want that addressed. From the onset, I 
have nothing against your site, I think it's a good spot. I 
have nothing against the property but the bridge is a problem. 

MR. SCHIEFER: We have two items that have to be addressed. One 
is going to be the access to whether the trucks can get in and 
out of here and the other is the water issue. I think both of 
those are going to have to be addressed before we can take 
action. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Before it can go to County Health Department, 
water district has to be formed. I just went through it, I 
know. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Both of those items are enough to stop it. Any 
other issues that you people have that they can address? 

MR. PAGANO: We brought up, another member brought it up on the 
exits on the left side of the drawing there was some houses 
there and we.were concerned of cars exiting, their bright lights 
would be going into the house at all times. I don't see 
anything on this map for that that shows where these houses 
would b e — 

MR. MURPHY: It's on sheet 2. 

MR. PAGANO: Is there another place that gives us an idea? 

MR. MURPHY: Yes, sheet 2. 
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MR. PAGANO: This house here and this house here would be 
getting the bright lights coming into the houses with every car 
exiting. 

MR. SCHIEFER: There are, you have the houses, what is the 
recommendation for avoiding this? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Possibly got to get together with the homeowner 
and see if they can put shrubbery. 

MR. LANDER: Just move the entrance or the exit down. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: This building is two stages, the back side is 
higher than the front side. You haven't seen this in a whole 
year, 

MR. SCHIEFER: We are discussing the access on Riley Road and 
the lights. So far, I have heard suggestions that we put some 
shrubbery in there for the residents. The other is the moving 
of the access in here, the access to this plot. Anything else 
in that area gentlemen? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I don't see anything at the moment. 

MR. EDSALL: Just a comment on the water. It's becoming some­
what interesting as far as how the district is to be formed. 
So, I had suggested and as Mike had indicated, that they set it 
up with two courses, one that the well would be available if 
the district didn't come, to fruition and one that if the 
district becomes available, they connect in. I agree with what 
you resulted in if the district is formed after the well is in 
that they must disconnect and transfer over to the district so 
you can probably do that as a condition of approval. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: My question is, as far as I know, the County 
Board of Health will not approve something like this or the 
County Planning Department will not approve something like this 
if there is not a water district formed. Once the water 
district is formed, we can do that with the well part. 

MR. EDSALL: If it doesn't, isn't formed and it doesn't look 
like it is going to be by the time of final approval, let them 
go ahead with the well which needs approval but make a condition 
at such time that the district does come about, the well must 
be disconnected or used for on-site landscaping or shrubbery and 
they have to be part of the district. We have done that with 
several other people similiar to what Les Clark has, he's got 
the well but I believe once that becomes part of a water dis­
trict, he'd be obliged.! to hook in as well. Seems to work 
pretty good, I will be honest with you. 

MR; VAN LEEUWEN: That is the condition we give him. 
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MR. EDSALL: Working with George on the e a s t d i s t r i c t format ions , 
i t ' s not t o c l e a r how quick they are a l l going t o come about . 

MR. PAGANO: You have checked the water flow for worst case 
s c e n e r i o , a r a i n storm? 

MR. EDSALL: The drainage was reviewed because i t was near ly a 
d i r e c t connection i n t o the stream.by Skip as fa r as how he 
wanted t o c o l l e c t the drainage on t h a t i n t e r s e c t i o n and improve 
the town's s i t u a t i o n now and tha t was Sk ip ' s only concern a t 
t h i s po in t and he took care of t h a t d i r e c t l y with Mike. I t 
d i d n ' t r e q u i r e , and unless the Board th inks i t ' s necessa ry , a 
dra inage s tudy . There i s r ea l ly no one between t h e i r p r o j e c t 
and the s t ream. 

MR. PAGANO: J u s t a high pi tch and a l o t of b l ack top , you are 
going t o have a r e a l heavy fas t flow. 

MR. EDSALL: That i s why they have provided a c o l l e c t i o n system 
and p ip ing i t . 

MR. LANDER: And the r e i s curbs i n , I would imagine. 

MR. EDSALL: That i s t o my understanding, i f you look a t 
shee t 2 , t h e r e ' s the d i r ec t i on system t h a t the corners of the 
curbed areas— 

MR. LANDER: I d o n ' t see where i t i s l abe led as curb . 

MR. EDSALL: Typical sec t ions t ha t show the curbing t h a t w i l l 
r e d i r e c t i t . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: In my opinion, the b igges t problem i s the 
b r i d g e . 

MR. LANDER: Well, the bridge has been a problem. UPS uses t h a t 
br idge every day and they have been t o l d time and time again not 
t o use t h a t b r i d g e . Tractor t r a i l e r s , whatever , and they a re 
more than 5 ton . They have an in te rmedia te t h a t was mora than 
5 ton and the Supe rv i so r ' s been t o l d , I d o n ' t know how many 
t imes , not George Green but the UPS Supervisor and they a re s t i l l 
us ing t h a t br idge because the people t h a t a re complaining d i d n ' t 
the number of the t ruck so everybody says oh, i t wasn ' t me. I 
came in from 94. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That i s a problem. We have t o address t h a t 
gentlemen. That i s a ser ious problem. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: I wasn ' t aware of t h a t bu t t h a t w i l l be 
addressed . 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We did br ing i t up be fo re . 
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MR. CARDAROPOLI: I must not have been at the meeting. 

MR. SCHIEFER: We are agreed there is not going to be a'heck of 
a lot of action but I'd like to address the concerns so the 
next time we can take action. One of our Board members, Vince 
Soukup, has looked at it. He has six comments. Several of 
them are we have already addressed. Need for plantings and 
landscaping islands in front of the parking area. I don't know 
whether, why he is saying that. Truck access, very difficult 
for turning a trailer. No proposed landscaping alonr; Riley Road, 
Little Britain Road. Sight distance needs to be improved. That 
is the one on Little Britain Road. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Did he mention anything about the bridge? 

MR. SCHIEFER: No, he did not. Needs to see front and back 
elevations and needs a handicapped access on lower level. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We have already talked about that before. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I just want you to be aware that those are 
Vince's comments. Board members have anything more than that? 

APPLICANT'S ARCHITECT: Just to address the question on handi­
capped, both entries, both the upper in the back and the lower 
in the front are at grade levels so handicapped access » so the 
plan in the back where there is a slight slope up otherwise is 
level with grade. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Put it on the plan.by note. 

MR. EDSALL: Vince is noting that there is a handicapped ramp 
in the rear but not to the front. If it is a sidewalk, it 
shouldn't be level, it should be 6 inch curb really so you need 
to show a curb drop handicapped access ramp maybe two would be 
appropriate at, across the front. Mr. Chairman, I am going to 
give Mike..my._comments . 

There is some items that need to be addressed on there before 
their final approval is submitted. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Try to show some shrubbery, dress it up a 
little bit. 

MR. EDSALL: Please make every attempt on your shrubbery in 
front of the parking spaces to keep it low so that it doesn't 
block what sight distance you have. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: See if you can keep the lights away from the 
homes, it is not going to be easy, talk to the neighbors and 
maybe put a row of shrubbery in for them. It's cheap for you 
and it's good for them because you have the licrhts shining in 
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and they are going to come and screem at us and you. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: I don't see where it is a problem. 

MR. SCHIEFER: 3W says applicant should add detail for the 
handicapped parking spaces. What do you mean by detail?. 

MR. EDSALL: Standard procedure for a year that we get a 
handicapped, a detail of the handicapped parking space striping 
and a sign. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I know what you are saying. 

MR. EDSALL: We are not getting it built in the field correctly. 
It helps their contractor to do it right. 

MR. PAGANO: Carl, both Riley Road and Little Britain Road, the 
property line shows no shrubs or anything. Can you dress this 
up? 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: We will dress it up. If you look at the 
last one we did, the mall in Central Valley and the town went 
as far as to give us a plaque for it because they felt the 
landscaping was outstanding. We want it to look nice. I 
always have one of my offices in one of my malls and we build 
all of our stuff so you only got one guy to look at so there's 
no problem. That handicapped, we, most of the town's have been 
making us do it and we should have had it here and it will be 
here. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Before this is approved, we ought to have an 
agreement, have Andy make up an agreement and have it signed, 
developer's agreement. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: What is that? 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: It is a very simple thing, just that everybody 
gets their part of the word because we have had some problems 
where people have come in and, I'm sorry to say that it causes 
problems. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: We try to get in touch with those other 
people and they are not for real. They are not going to build. 
You can't even get in touch with them. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Another problem we have been having, I'm not 
saying we are going to have it here, people have been building 
these small malls and then they expect to put in certain things 
that require special permits. Mike, do you want to touch on 
that just slightly? 

MR. BABCOCK: What happens is a retail store, a lot of people 
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th ink t h a t r e t a i l s t o r e i s something t h a t you have , d e l i ' s and 
p izza shops, t h a t ' s a problem as far as park ing . Right now, 
the town ordinance says t h a t i f you have ea t ing and dr ink ing 
p l a c e s , d i f f e r en t c r i t e r i a whenever r e t a i l , the c r i t e r i a for 
parking i s d i f f e r en t than e a t i n g and dr inking p l a c e s . They have 
r e t a i l s t o r e s and the c r i t e r i a , they say t o me i f you s e l l 
bolgna or shoes, i t i s s t i l l r e t a i l but i t ' s a d i f f e r e n t 
parking c a l c u l a t i o n . Sometimes t h a t becomes a problem for 
you i f the pizza shop, de l i—whatever . 

MR. SCHIEPER: I j u s t wanted you t o be aware. I 'm not 
suggest ing you have t h i s in mind. I ' d l i k e to have you know 
ahead of time t h i s could become a problem. 

MR. BABCOCK: Your parking c a l c u l a t i o n i s r i g h t on so poss ib ly 
i f you want to make something i f you want to have some e a t i n g 
and dr inking p l a c e s , maybe you want to address t h a t , you know, 
i f you are th inking along those l i n e s . 

MR. SCHIEFER: Jus t be aware of i t . You get a customer and 
somebody wants to r en t one of those u n i t s , keep in mind you 
j u s t c a n ' t br ing him i n . We may have t o do some d i f f e r e n t 
c a l c u l a t i o n s . I'm making you aware of a s i t u a t i o n so down the 
road we don ' t run i n t o a problem. Anything e l s e ? 

MR. PAGANO: Address the l i g h t i n g s ince the re are houses nearby 
and you put poles up t h a t the l i g h t s be shaded so t h a t t he l i g h t 
i s down, t h a t people across the s t r e e t d o n ' t see f i laments t h a t 
they get the glare off t he l i g h t s , same th ing with l i g h t s along 
the bu i l d ing . They should have l i k e a tubu la r so t h a t the 
l i g h t s are aimed down and not g lared i n t o the adjacent p r o p e r t i e s . 
We have t o p ro tec t the neighborhood. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: I have a l i f e t i m e fr iend r i g h t nex t door . I 
wouldn ' t want to lose my f r i e n d . 

MR. SCHIEFER: With the except ion of the water and the b r i d g e , 
I d o n ' t see any of these th ings as ob j ec t i ons , j u s t kind of 
th inks t h a t we are going t o be looking for and we are t r y i n g to 
be h e l p f u l , not t ry ing t o d i scourage . 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I ' d l i k e t o see an e l e v a t i o n . 

APPLICANT'S ARCHITECT: I t was presented a t the f i r s t and 
second meeting. 

MR. PAGANO: You are not going to s e l l i t u n t i l i t ' s f i n i shed . 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: The one l a s t I so ld i t , I 'm sor ry I d i d . I 
have no i n t e n t i o n s , you know, you d o n ' t know. 

APPLICANT'S ARCHITECT: This i s the f ront e l e v a t i o n , t he l a rge 
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dormers you see on top are basically the offices that would be 
entered from the rear grade elevation at the rear, we put this 
right into the hillside and it works very nicely for the site 
cutting a minimum amount of land and so on. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: The rear elevation would be finished. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: This is supposed to look like a European 
railroad station. 

APPLICANT'S ARCHITECT: I was first and they were second and we 
got held up. 

MR. BABCOCK: You have the new mall just before the diner? 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: Yes, Oak Clove Mall. 

APPLICANT'S ARCHITECT: We did the Central Valley Golf Club and 
we are extremely aware and concerned with the aesthetics of 
the building and the surrounding properties and so on. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I have been to Central Valley Golf Club, that's 
a very nice building. 

APPLICANT'S ARCHITECT: We designed it, we are the architects. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That is a nice building. 

MR. SCHIEFER: If not, we will— 

MR. LANDER: What is the width of the sidewalk in the front of 
the building. 

MR. MURPHY: I believe they are 8 feet wide. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: Can we get a public hearing or do you want it 
subject-to something? We'd really like to get this thing moving 
f orvrard. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I don't know if we are going to have a public 
hearing or not. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I think once you address the concerns, I have the 
two main ones looking at the rest of them, I, as of right now, 
I don't know if we are going to have a public hearing. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: We will address that. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: In view of the fact that it abutts against 
R-3, I would recommend a public hearing. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Are you ready to set it up yet? I didn't say we 
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weren't going to have one. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: I thought you said it wouldn't be necessary. 

MR- SCHIEFER: Mr. VanLeeuwen made the comment. I said I don't 
know if we are going to need one yet. I have not excluded the 
need for the public hearing and the way I am watching the heads 
shake, I'm sure you are going to want one. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: We are also the owners of the property behind 
it that we intend to build a development there. That is before 
you gentlemen s o — 

MR. BABCOCK: C & R Enterprises. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: Yes. 

MR. PAGANO: Do you want to give us a waiver on the 90 days? We 
are requesting you waive the 90 day deadline for the Board's 
action. Last time you were here, evidently you decided not to 
grant it but do you wish to grant us waiver on the 90 day rule? 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: Sure, sure. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Do you understand what he is asking? 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: I know what he is asking, within 90 days if 
you don't give a decision, I have it. 

MR. PAGANO: No, that is if we don't act, if you say no we will 
act tonight. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I think we all understand whats been said. Any­
thing else? 

MR. PAGANO: Does Mike—I don't see anything here about a 
performance bond or anything like that. Are we going to require 
a performance bond? 

MR. BABCOCK: That is up to the Board, that is their decision. 
If there is a developer's agreement, I think that would take the 
place of it. 

MR. KREIGER: Well, I will remind the Board the last time that 
we just did a developer's agreement not so very long ago, the 
Board decided to take the approach that better to have both than 
decide on either and I would suggest if you look back on the 
history of that each of you may come to a decision that that was 
not an unwise decision on your part. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: What would vou be lookina for a bond for? 
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MR. KREIGER: Anything that is left subject-to, you know, I am 
not—the Board is or maybe and I think that would be probably 
best open left open at this point because you don't know what 
kind of subject-to's they are going to be. There may be a lot 
as every development stands on its own and there may not be many 
at all s o — 

MR. SCHIEFER: As of tonight, there are none because we haven't 
taken any action. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: The bond that we used before was simply where 
there was a case of the developer doing just the opposite of 
what we told him to do or what we asked him to do and what he 
agreed to do. I don't see why there should be any reason for a 
bond at this point until we get down to determining what the 
subject-to's are. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: If the bridge isn't done and we want to have i 
done then we might have to have a bond before we give you a 
public hearing. That is the case. 

MR. EDSALL: Just a reminder, anyone who has an approved site 
plan and asks for a C O . , that is when we create the bond amount 
before the C O . is issued. What happened on this case that we 
are all thinking about is that the plan, the construction was so 
far removed from what was approved that we couldn't use the 
normal procedure. 

MR. KREIGER: Mark is right, if you remember some limited C.O.'s 
were issued before the bond was collected. 

MR. EDSALL: Assuming that that developer would follow the 
course of the majority of honest developers and build it in 
compliance with the approved plan, we won't have a problem. 

MR. BABCOCK: If you are looking for a C O . and you can't stripe 
the blacktop because of the snow, then you put up a bond. 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: That is acceptable. 

MR. KREIGER: Generally, bonds are the exception rather than th-2 
rule. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Mike, do you or anyone else have any comments? 
You have heard our comments, any questions? 

MR. MURPHY: Tonight we have with us Phil Greeley from John 
Collins Engineering, maybe he can discuss the traffic study 
with you. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I prefer to get a copy and read it at home. 
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MR. SCHIEFER: Is it possible to get a copy of that? 

MR. MURPHY: How many copies would we need? 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: We sent copies to this months ago for the 
review. I don't know. 

MR. SCHIEFER: I have seen one. 

MR. EDSALL: They were sent in late August, I have reviewed it. 
While we have Phil here— 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: We wanted to bring the expert in case you 
have a question I might not be able to answer but he can. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Have you had a chance to look at it? 

MR. EDSALL: Maybe what you can I believe we can take a look at 
the report and have a synapsis of what he found and there were 
a couple recommendations possibly he can let the Board know 
about those improvements that he is recommending and see what 
you feel if it is appropriate. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Care to do that now and get that done? 

MR. CARDAROPOLI: He came quite a distance. 

MR. GREELEY: The traffic study was prepared to look not only 
at this development but also some of the other potential 
developments in the area in terms of the way the study is 
structured, I will give it a quick summary and you can go 
through it. 

Looking at morning, afternoon peak hours in terms of existing 
conditions, existing traffic volumes for the section for the 
intersection of 207, Little Britain Road as well as Riley Road 
and Old Little Britain Road, once the existing traffic volumes 
are established, we then looked at the expected increases in 
traffic due to background growth based on DOT data etc. In 
addition, there are several other projects, I believe, three 
other residential projects that we looked at in terms of their 
traffic on Riley Road and Moores Hill Road. The report identi­
fies a couple of items relative to the access locations to 
insure sight distance, make sure the vegetation is low plantings, 
especially at that access 3. The other area which was looked 
at is the intersection of Old Little Britain Road with 207 and 
the volumes existing, volumes along Route 207 are heavy during 
peak hours. You have a situation where the current volumes that 
are turning left off on 207 would basically warrant a left turn 
storage lane. Now, what happens in under the existing conditions 
people will bypass on the shoulders and you are coming away from 
the signalized intersection at Union Avenue so in most cases, 
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you are not up to a high speed so it is not like an open section 
of roadway. So, in most cases, people now currently making a 
left turn off of 207 heading up into the residential areas 
either of Riley Road, Moores Hill Road, thru-traffic will bypass 
them on the shoulder. So, it is a situation where today with 
the volumes that are there left turn storage lane is basically 
required. You do have a situation where there is additional 
pavement width that is utilized. So, it is not a situation 
where the people can't get by there but they are basically using 
the shoulder to get by. 

In terms of operation of that intersection, we looked at three 
conditions in the study. First condition was background increase 
in traffic which are projected approximately two percent per 
year in the corridor. On top of that, the traffic generation of 
this shopping center with the office and the retail uses under 
that condition, the levels of service at that intersection 
were, would basically stay the same as under the no-build condi­
tion. Traffic existing from Old Little Britain Road onto 20 7 
is going to experience delays coming out because the through 
volumes are heavy on 207. But, the level of service coming out 
of there which was predicted at a level of service E under the 
no-build for just that is the existing traffic coming out would 
still be a level of service E after this project is built. 
There will be an increase in delays but still in the same rating 
category. 

We also looked at three other residential projects that would 
add traffic to this intersection also some of them are just in 
the planning stages, some may not occur within the design that 
we looked at which was 1993. When you take the background 
growth and all that other development traffic that intersection 
will reach a point where people coming out of Old Little Britain 
Road will experience a level of service F which are unsignalized 
intersection means they are going to have long delays, 
especially anyone making a left turn out of there. The improve­
ment on 207 of providing a left turn storage lane really 
wouldn't help that situation. All that it would due is allow 
a freeflow passing of anyone stopping to make a left turn in. 
The only thing that would improve traffic coming out of Old 
Little Britain Road would be to signalize the intersection but 
we have a situation here where it's really a peak oriented 
morning, afternoon peak and then it drops off in the other parts 
of the day so even with the shopping center in there, it's 
highly unlikely you'd ever reach a point where you'd meet 
traffic signal warrants. Again, with just the shopping center 
traffic in there, that the level of service would remain the 
same but when you start looking at the potential effect of 
everything else coming down the line, that would deteriorate to 
a level of service F and that is just for the afternoon peak 
hour that that would occur-. 
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Those are basically the summary of the findings of our study. 
There is some other recommendations in the access points and 
insuring sight lines etc. Some additional signing, replacing 
some I think there is a yield sign controlled that we'd 
recommend replaced with a stop sign control at the Riley Road 
intersection and those are basically the points that we touched 
on. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: When was that study conducted? 

MR. GREELEY: Original traffic reviews were done in April and 
May of this year and the study was or the submission of the 
study was back in August. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: There are other peak periods when that is a 
complete standstill due to the development at Stewart with the 
air traffic that is a situation which we will probably see for 
the next several years at least until they determine where 
they are going to put that access. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: This is within 500 feet, it's got to go to 
the County. Maybe they should get together with DOT, see what 
kind of things they can work out with DOT to help it along. If 
somebody wants to turn into Riley Road now, traffic backs right 
up to the bridge and behind the red light, especially at from 
4 o'clock on. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: It backs up to Minuta's. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Talking this side it backs right up onto 
Union Avenue and the light now if somebody got together with the 
State and made a bypass for people holding up coming from the 
other side, you know, what I mean that they can make people 
want to make a left hand turn coming from here, make a bypass 
because people are running all over the grass and all over the 
dirt. 

MR. LANDER: Still getting around. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Because that is a problem right now. I have 
sat there 15, 20 minutes. 

MR. LANDER: Problem is the other way. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Other way causes the problem going this way. 

MR. MC CARVILLE: Jersey barriers under the bridge that have 
been there for almost a year, they don't help either. The 
Jersey barriers they started repairing the bridge over the thru-
way and they started it last winter and then they got better 
things to do and the thing is really acting to slow traffic. I 
don't know what is the problem there. Do you know about that? 
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MR. EDSALL: God only knows why they haven't finished it. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: They have got more rights than we do, they 
only work about 4 hours a day and everybody is sitting in the 
truck and relaxing for the rest of the day and going home. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Any other comments? 

MR. EDSALL: We have a copy here. There is another copy on file. 

MR. SCHIEFER: While we have the gentleman here that did it, this 
would be a good time to ask questions. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: That is the only question I have. 

MR. SCHIEFER: The recommendation is talk to the State, that's 
a good idea, see what their plans are. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Don Green is very helpful to people, he's a 
nice man. I don't know if you know him. 

MR. GREELEY: Yes. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Nothing else, you had a discussion with him and 
he has no problem that would help us make our decision. 

MR. MURPHY: Thank you. 

-16-



ZIMMERMAN 

ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Route 17M Harriman, N.Y. 10926 (914) 782-7976 FAX: 782-3148 

GERALD ZIMMERMAN P E , L.S. 

August 31,1990 

Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
Town Hall 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

Attn.: Mr. Carl Scheifer, Planning Board Chairman 

Re: Site Plan for Victoria Center 
Old Little Britain Road 
Town of New Windsor, New York 

Dear Mr. Scheifer: 

The above noted project is currently before the Town of New Windsor, 
Planning Board for site plan approval. The original application for 
this, site plan was submitted to the planning board in May 1989. Since 
then we have attended two planning board meetings, the first on July 
26, 1989 and the last time was September 27, 1989. 

At the last Town of New Windsor Planning Board meeting we attended 
on September 27, 1989 the main issues of concern where the water supply 
for this project and the traffic genarated by this project. 

In regard to the water supply for this site, we are currently proposing 
the following two possibilities: 

1. To be included in the new water district proposed to 
service the Blossom Heights subdivision project. C & R 
Enterprises would be involved in sharing the cost of 
constructing the off-site water main, which is proposed to 
run from N.Y.S. Rt. 207 along Old Little Brittain Road, 
then along Riley Road passing our project site. 

2. An on-site well, which would need to be approved by the 
Orange County Health Department. 

Both of these alternatives for water supply are currently shown on 
the site plans. 



• 

Aug. 31, 1990 

In regard to the traffic impact issue, we are pleased to transmit 
herewith a draft copy of the traffic study which was requested by 
the planning board. The enclosed (one copy) traffic impact study was 
prepared by John Collins Engineers, PC consulting traffic and 
transpotation engineers. 

The traffic impact study not only investigated the traffic generated 
by Victoria Center but it also took into account the traffic from the 
proposed subdivisions, Victoria Estates, Blossom Heights and Moores 
Hill Estates, which are all located in the immediate vicinity. 

You will note that the proposed Victoria Center project does not 
degrade the level of service on the adjoining roadway system with 
respect to the 1993 projected traffic volumes. The proposed Victoria 
Estates project does not impact either present nor future levels of 
service on the existing roadways. We trust that this study fulfills 
your needs, answers your questions and resolves your concerns regarding 
traffic issues for this project. 

We would like to emphasize that the developer is prepared to move 
forward with this project. Which we believe has the potential to 
improve the quality of life and services in this portion of town. 

Enclosed please find 14 sets of plans " Site Plan for Victoria Center 
Riley Road & Moores Hill Road Town of New Windsor, New York" 
( 4 page set revised: April 15, 1990) 

We would like to have this item placed on your next availible planning 
board agenda for discussion, so that we may move foward towards a 
public hearing and final site plan approval on this matter. 

Your cooperation and assistance in processing this matter is greatly 
apprec iated. 

Sincerely 
ZIMMERMAN ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Michae1 M. Murphy, I.E. 
Project Engineer 

Enc. 

cc: Mr. Mark Edsall, P.E. 
C & R Enterprises 
File 

Town of New Windsor 
Planning Board 
Victoria Center Site Plan -2-



ZIMMERMAN 

ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Route 17M Harriman, N.Y. 10926 (914) 782-7976 

Fax #782-3148 

GERALD ZIMMERMAN P.E.. L S. 

October 18, 1989 

New York State Department of Transportation 
RIM Rte. 6, Box 73 
Middle town, New York 

10940 

Attn. Mr. William F. Elgee, Permit Engineer 

Re: Site Plan for Victoria Center 
Old Little Britain Road 
Town of New Windsor, New York 

Bear Bill: 

Enclosed please find the following materials: 

Site Plan for Victoria Center 
Riley Road & Moores Hill Road 
Town of New Windsor, New York 
C 4 page set dated: August 15, 1989) 

At the last Town of New Windsor Planning Board meeting we attended 
on September 27, 1989 in regard to the above mentioned project, it 
was brought to our attention that Old Little Britain Road was at one 
time part of New York State Route 207. The following questions were 
raised at that meeting: 

1) Is the Old Little Britain Road right of way still owned 
by New York State Department of Transportation? 

2) Does N.Y.S.D.O.T. still have jurisdiction over Old 
Little Britain Road and will it be necessary to get 
a road opening permit from them? 

3) What is the condition of and what is the weight limit 
on the existing bridge on Old Little Britain Road that 
crosses over Silver Stream ? 



Mr. William Elgee 
New York State 
Department of Transportation (2) October 18,1989 

Your cooperation and assistance in reviewing this plan and your help 
in answering these questions is greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely 
ZIMMERMAN ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.O. 

Michael M. Murphy, I.E 
Project Engineer 

MMM/jl 

Enc. 

cc: Town of New Windsor, Planning Board 
C & R Enterprises 
File 



ZIMMERMAN 

ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Route 17M Harriman, N.Y. 10926 (914) 782-7976 

GERALD ZIMMERMAN PE. LS Fax #782-3148 

October 18,1989 

Laurent Engineering Associates, P.C. 
73 Fairfield Drive 
Patterson, Hew York 12563 

Attn: Mr. William Laurent, P.E. 

Re: Proposed Shopping Mall for 
Anthony Marino 
Town of New Windsor, NY 

Dear Mr. Laurent 

We at Zimmerman Engineering & Surveying, P.C. are the project 
engineers for the proposed Victoria Center Shopping Plaza which 
is located on the southeast corner of the intersection of Old 
Little Britain Road and Moores Hill Road in the Town of New 
Windsor. Enclosed please find a set of our site plan for Victoria 
Center. 

The purpose of this letter is to contact you and your client Anthony 
Marino in regard to the possibility of engaging in a joint traffic 
study with our client C A R Enterprises. This idea was suggested to 
us by the Town of New Windsor Planning Board at the September 27, 
1989 Planning Board Meeting. The Planning Board Members felt that 
this collaboration would avoid a duplication of efforts and possibly 
result in a more comprehensive traffic study. 

Your assistance and cooperation in this matter will be greatly 
appreciated. Please contact this office with your response as 
soon as you can so that we may proceed with this matter in a timely 
fashion. 

Sincerely 
ZIMMERMAN ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Michael M. Murphy, I. 
Project Engineer 

MMM/jl 

Enc. 

cc: Mr. Anthony Marino 
C & R Enterprises s^ 
Town of New Windsor, Planning BoardV 



w ZIMMERMAN 

ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Route 17M Harriman, N.Y. 10926 (914) 782-7976 

Fax #782-3148 

GERALD ZIMMERMAN P.E.. I S 

October 18, 1989 

County of Orange 
Department of Health 
124 Main Street 
Goshen, New York 10924 

Attn: Mr. Stoyell Robbins, Senior Public Health Engineer 

Re: Site Plan for Victoria Center 
Old Little Britain Road 
Town of New Windsor, New York 

Dear Stoyell: 

Enclosed please find the following materials: 

Site Plan for Victoria Center 
Riley Road & Moores Hill Road 
Town of New Windsor, New York 
( 4 page set dated: August 15, 1989) 

The above mentioned site plan is for a 30,000 s.f. combined use 
office building and shopping plaza. It is currently proposed that 
this project site be serviced by the existing town sewer system 
and an onsite privately owned drilled well. 

Pursuant to your recent conversation with Mr. Zimmerman, we are 
sending you this set of plans so that you may look them over to 
determine if a review of the water supply system is required by 
your department. 

In the event that a review of the water supply system is required 
by your office, please provide us with a detailed outline of the 
materials necessary for such a submission. 



Mr. Stoyell Robblns 
County of Orange 
Department of Health (2) October 18,1989 

Your cooperation and assistance In reviewing this plan and your help 
In answering this question Is greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely 
ZIMMERMAN ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Michael M. Murphy, I.E 
Project Engineer 

MMM/jl 

Enc. 

cc: Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
C & R Enterprises 
File 
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ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Route 17M Harriman, N.Y. 10926 (914) 782-7976 

Fax #782-3148 

GERALD ZIMMERMAN P.E., L S O c t o b e r 6 , 1 9 8 9 

Town of New Windsor 
Highway Department 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

Attn.: Mr. Fred Fayo, Highway Superintendent 

Re: Site Plan for Victoria Center 

Dear Mr. Fayo: 

At the request of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, we 
are sending you the following: 

Site Plan for Victoria Center 
Riley Road & Moores Hill Road 
Town of New Windsor, New York 
( 4 page set dated: August 15, 1989) 

If you would, please review these plans as they relate to your 
department's requirements and report your findings to the Town 
of New Windsor, Planning Board. 

Also as a result of the last Planning Board meeting we attended on 
September 27, 1989 the following two questions were raised: 

1) Is the Old Little Britain Road right of way owned by 
the Town of New Windsor or the State of New York ? 

2) What is the condition of and what is the weight limit 
on the existing bridge on Old Little Britain Road that 
crosses over Silver Stream ? 

Your cooperation and assistance in reviewing this plan and your help 
in answering these questions is greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely 
ZIMMERMAN ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Michael M. Murphy, TTE. 
Project Engineer 

MMM/jl 
Enc. / 
cc: Town of New Windsor, Planning Boardv 

Applicant 
File 
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VICTORIA CENTER SITE PLAN (89-29) MOORES HILL ROAD 

Mr. Michael Murphy and Richard Spista (Phonetic) came before the 
Board representing this proposal. 

Mr. Murphy: This is our second meeting on this project. We have 
done alot of work since the last meeting, submitted alot of materials. 
One of the first things I want to get out of the way is there was 
some concern at the last meeting as to the cut and fills and whether 
there was going to be alot of material trucked onto or off of the 
site and we have worked the grades and did some cut and fill esti­
mates and found that there is going to be a certain amount of fill 
required but the paving materials needed for the parking lot will 
more than cover the amount of fill brought on the site. There will 
not be alot of materials taken onto or off of the site. And another 
material which we also sent copies of this plan to the fire depart­
ment and to the highway department and requested that they review 
the plan and send their findings to the Planning Board. 

Mr. Schiefer: Mark, we have not gotten an answer on that, have we, 
from the fire department? 

Mr. Edsall: Yes, we have got something from the fire department 
dated July, '89 an approval. I don't have anything from the highway 
superintendent as of yet. At least, I have no record of it. 

Mr. Schiefer: So we have one of the two. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: One thing we'd like to see is there any elevations? 

Mr. Murphy: Yes, on the second page. 

Mr. McCarville: Anything that shows what this building will look 
like? 

Mr. Spista: We presented last time—My name is Richard Spista with 
Design Group, the architects involved. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: This looks alot like what you are putting up in 
Blooming Grove. Does this have anything to do with Blooming Grove? 

Mr. Spista: No, I have no idea. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: There is one is Salisbury Mills similiar to that 
too, look like a railroad station. 

Mr. Spista: It probably will be wood siding, shingled roof, we are 
talking wood exterior on the columns and so on and probably a 
stucco finish on the outside of the arches, something with very 
suttle in color, won't be loud and that type of thing. 

Mr. Schiefer: We went in and took a look at this. Gentlemen, do 
you want to take any action on public hearing? 
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Mr. VanLeeuwen: This has to go for a public hearing, definitely. 

Mr. McCarville: What is the zoning here? 

Mr. Murphy: The zone is NC. 

Mr. McCarville: Where does that line come here? 

Mr. Murphy: That line cuts across the back of these lots over here, 
back down in here. 

Mr. McCarville: So this is neighborhood commercial? I am asking 
where the zone line is shown here, neighborhood commercial, that goes 
back quite a ways. This is it, I assume right here. 

Mr. Murphy: Yes, it is basically a strip right along 207. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I'd like to see something from the County Board of 
Health if they are going to allow you to put a well on this. There 
is no water in this area. 

Mr. Murphy: We have looked into that and Mr. Zimmerman with his 
phone calls to the County, he finds that this is not a necessary 
thing to be reviewed by Orange County Health Department. We also 
anticipate only about a 900 gallon a day use. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I'd like to see a letter to that effect from the 
County. 

Mr. Edsall: The reason why I brought that up is that there is 
another mall very similiar to this where they want to put a well in 
and feed to the system and the County Health Department determined 
that they'd need an application so we definitely need an application. 
The one I'm thinking about is the one on 207, Mr. Marino's applica­
tion, they said they had to make an application to the Health Depart­
ment. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: There is one going in Blooming Grove and they don't 
have any water and it has to go. 

Mr. Schiefer: Either way we should get a letter from them that they 
don't want it at least sign off, we do want a letter from them. Any 
other comments, gentlemen? 

Mr. McCarville: Where is your deliveries to these buildings, loading 
and that right in front of the building? 

Mr. Murphy: There is 35 foot wide lane provided there for>, you know, 
so that the trucks can park in the front. 

Mr. McCarville: Why don't they want to come through the back? 

Mr. Spista: This is a two story building in a fence where we have 
entry at the grade level in the back and entry at the grade level 
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in the front, the front being primarily retail, the back being upper 
level being primarily office. 

Mr. Murphy: We did widen the driving lanes to make them a minimum of 
30 foot wide around the building. 

Mr. Pagano: May I ask our engineer an informative question? It is 
not an objection. Mr. Edsall, this is going to be a well supplied 
water? 

Mr. Edsall: Right. 

Mr. Pagano: These stores will have to have sprinklers, I assume? 

Mr. Spista: Not necessarily. 

Mr. Babcock: Depends on the construction of the building and so on, 
you can put a fire and heat detection in lieu of. 

Mr. Pagano: We have a single egress, these stores don't have a 
back entrance. In other words, they are only up front if my assump­
tion is right, when you don't have a rear entrance, sprinklers 
become a necessity. 

Mr. Spista: For your information, we are thinking of using metal 
deck and concrete for floor and steel for framing. 

Mr. Pagano: If sprinklers are required, how would a well be able 
to supply the sprinklers, you need some sort of a gravity feed. 

Mr. Edsall: They'd have to end up having a storage system. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: That is why I want them to go to County because 
the County will ask these questions. 

Mr. Pagano: My question is because of the only a front entrance, 
there is no rear. 

Mr. McCarville: I think we should set it up for a public hearing. 

Mr. Schiefer: Are we ready for it? There is no question we are 
going to have a public hearing, that is already agreed. 

Mr. Murphy: What are the outstanding issues. The only thing out­
standing is whether this needs a review by the County Health Depart­
ment for the water supply. As far as everything else, we have 
addressed the drainage, parking layout. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: We have to get highway superintendent approval. We 
have to get County, let's get those approvals and we will take it 
from there. 

Mr. McCarville: Do you have fire department approval? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Yes. 
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Mr. Schiefer: Fire department approval 25 September. Any other 
comments ? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I want highway superintendent approval before we 
go any further. That is also got to go to the State because Old 
Little Britian Road belongs to the State, that is not Town of New 
Windsor road. That is not a town property, that is State property. 
Riley Road is town property, Moores Hill is town property but the 
little stretch is Old 207. 

Mr. Rones: Then you need County Planning Board approval, Planning 
Department rather. 

Mr. Edsall: In Mr. Fayo's review he can inform us formally if it 
is his road, Skip will tell us so they should contact Mr. Fayo to 
get his reviews. 

Mr. Schiefer: In view of this, I don't think we are ready for a 
public hearing. Does anybody disagree? There are to many other 
approvals. 

Mr. Spista: Can you give us an idea of what else besides the approval 
you are looking for? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Next time we look at the maps, we will come up with 
some more ideas. I want to go back and look at the site because we 
only quickly looked at it because you can't see anything. What I am 
waiting for is leaves to come down because I tried the other day and 
you can't get in. 

Mr. Spista: What is it that you want to see? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: See the land and get the feel, that tells me more 
than the paper tells me. 

Mr. Lander: How close is the residents that is up on the hill from 
this line here, from the property line? 

Mr. Murphy: It is—I don't have it on this map but I believe it is 
on the worksheet, it is approximately in this area and that is 
owned by Mr. Riani (Phonetic) who owns this property and is 
developing this site. He owns this whole strip back here and he 
has no problems with developing the site. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: On Riley Road, we want to know the distance to the 
closest house. There is some houses up there and I don't know how 
far they are from the property, up Riley Road. 

Mr. Murphy: I can't show all the house locations. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Just the closest. 

Mr. Pagano: Getting on the houses, there is two entrances here again, 
I'd like to make sure there is no houses across the street because 
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these cars will be coming out. We don't want the glare of the 
lights everytime a car is coming in and out illuminating their 
living rooms so just give us where the houses are. 

Mr. Murphy: There is a small house that is located somewhere around 
this area here, close to the road. 

Mr. Pagano: We have a very limited entrance to all this to Riley 
Road and Moores Hill Road off 207. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: We might have to get these two guys together and 
see if we can't do a little road work. There's alot of things that 
are going to have to be done there. 

Mr. Murphy: If you look further into the plans, it shows details 
at the roadway, how we are going to put a curb in put a paved shoulder 
on the road. 

Mr. Spista: There is something to be said for grouping business 
rather than scattering businesses. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I want to make sure that we can get a traffic 
pattern where you are not going to get hurt and the other guy isn't. 

Mr. McCarville: We ought to be looking at the entrance coming out 
versus the other proposed—we ought to try to get them both together, 
see like where the entrances to your parking versus across the 
street. 

Mr. Lander: The only way to 207 is across that little bridge. 

Mr. Murphy: That is not the adjoining parcel across on the other 
side of the road, I remember looking at that plan. I don't believe 
he has any exits planned along that road. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: No, he doesn't. He is bringing all his out on 207. 
Also, you have to look into the fact if that is a State road, if you 
can have an exit. I would suggest that you get a hold of Don Green 
and find out. 

Mr. Murphy: I will start with the highway superintendent and find 
out from him if that is a town road or a State road. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I'm almost sure it is. 

Mr. Edsall: I got the impression from Mr. VanLeeuwen's comment that 
Hank, you are somewhat concerned about the traffic from this site 
and the possible additional increase from the other mall. Maybe, 
if you are concerned and I am not that familiar with that intersec­
tion as to the level of service and the backup of traffic, you may 
want to have some type of addendum or attachment to the full EAF 
that would address traffic impact possibly combined traffic impact 
of the two sites, something that could be coordinated with the other 
applicant because you have two fairly large commercial ventures very 
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close to each other which are going to impact one particular inter­
section. Maybe that is something the Board may want to ask for now 
rather than later. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I'd like to see a traffic study. We just can't sit 
here and approve this one, two, three, you have a narrow bridge 
there. 

Mr. Spista: You are understanding that the traffic on the building 
facing 207 is only exiting onto 207, not back onto our area. 

Mr. Edsall: There is a back connection. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: No, there isn't because he has parking in Janoti's 
(Phonetic) place, he is trying to buy that and have parking there. 

Mr. Edsall: So it doesn't all exit onto 207. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: You are going to have parking coming on 207, coming 
there also if that passes. I suggest you get together with Mr. 
Marino and you do a traffic study over that Whole area. 

Mr. Edsall: If he is not cooperative in preparing it, they could 
throw in some background information looking at his plan, add in some 
additional traffic flow, the portion that would be impacting these 
roadways but again if you have a full EAF and you are making a full 
SEQR review, this is the time to ask for it so it can be considered 
at the public hearing once you schedule it. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I want a full EAF and SEQR. 

Mr. Pagano: May I make a suggestion? We also check with the New 
York State if that bridge is—what is the weight limit on it. We 
may be getting into a problem. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: The bridge belongs to New Windsor. 

Mr. Pagano: The superintendent should tell us what the weight limits 
are. 

Mr. Lander: That bridge is not posted. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Next time I see the highway superintendent, I will 
discuss that. 

Mr. McCarville: I thought it was like a culvert. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: No, it is a bridge. We got fined, it cost us 
$2500 for Mr. Stickle. What does the Board think about going for a 
full EAF. 

Mr. Edsall: You have a full EAF now. It is customary to add 
attachments to those, traffic study, whatever else you deem necessary 
and that is something that you should get up front prior to 
scheduling the public hearing so it would be fair to ask. 
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Mr. Schiefer: Anybody that doesn't think we don't need a traffic 
study so that is going to be one of the things we are going to re­
quest. And as Mark suggested, if Mr. Marino is not cooperative, we 
will take his plan and go from there, see what you think— 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Take the part that is coming, take 50% of the 
parking and figure that is roughly coming out that way instead of 
going out 207. 

Mr. Murphy: What intersections do we want to have studied? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Intersection of 207, you want the intersection of 
Old Little Britian Road and Riley Road. Now, we also have to take 
another thing into consideration, there is a housing development 
coming in up here, right up in here and on the other side too. You 
have 76 acres on the other side. 

Mr. Pagano: This is going to be one- story? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Two. There is one going into the ground and one 
above ground. 

Mr. Murphy: Built into the slope. 

Mr. Pagano: What is the upper level going to be, offices? 

Mr. Spista: Yes. 

Mr. McCarville: Mr. Chairman, there is not a member on this Board 
that can't tell you that that is a bad area to get out of. There 
should be a traffic light there. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: We can't make them put a traffic light. 

Mr. McCarville: I'm not saying that but everyone of those road are 
underdeveloped and over utilized right now regardless of this or if 
it was the housing development. Did they ever come back to this 
Board for an approval? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: No, it is still in the works. 

Mr. Pagano: Let's wait for the traffic study. 

Mr. McCarville: Let me finish and then you can determine if I am 
jumping the gun. 

Mr. Pagano: You interupted me so I thought I'd interupt you. 

Mr. McCarville: You have a housing development, they should be 
picking up some of the traffic study as well. It is not just let's 
not say hey, this guy has to pick up the traffic study. We have two 
other projects behind it and you have one next door. 

Mr. Spista: Are they active? 
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Mr. VanLeeuwen: Yes, they are. Matter of fact, if you remember 
correctly, the one development off Moores Hill Road has to knock 
off excess off the hill and that is what he is waiting for approval 
to do because he hasn't got enough sight distance. 

Mr. Pagano: I think when he found out it is all stone, he won't 
come back. 

Mr. McCarville: There probably should be an attempt, Mr. Chairman, 
to get all these people together and maybe an informal meeting to 
take a look at what has to be done in terms of traffic. 

Mr. Schiefer: I think independent is not good, everybody has to 
be involved. 

Mr. Edsall: I think I agree with Dan 100% in the past what we have 
tried to do is get all the developers to combine to get combined 
traffic study. We have to leave it up to the developers to do. I 
don't want to burden them with us trying to reach an agreement with 
all the developers. 

Mr. Murphy: What are the other developers? 

Mr. Edsall: Rather than review two projects tonight here, the 
Planning Board files will be open for access as they are to anyone, 
come in and you can look over the development in the area. We will 
be happy to sit down with you and show you some of the more important 
ones. A little guidance, I think everybody has agreed Moores Hill 
Road and 207 is a tough intersection. I think a sight distance for 
the other intersections in your area and an idea on what impacts you 
will have on those smaller roads in the immediate vicinity should 
be enough. I don't think we have to get in towards the far area 
unless someone else is familiar with another difficult intersection. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: That is the most difficult one. 

Mr. Spista: Isn't that request for joint input putting a burden on 
us? It is difficult to get four people to a movie. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: We can't force you to do this. 

Mr. Edsall: You can't do it and ignore all the other developments. 
You have to include in your traffic study potential development that 
is proposed. If you think that is to much work and you'd like to 
share the cost, you should contact the other developers because most 
likely we are going to ask them to submit a traffic study unless we 
feel yours is adequate. I don't know if we are going to accept them 
attaching your traffic study to their EAF. 

Mr. Spista: If we did a traffic study independently, would we be 
held up on them getting a traffic study? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: No. I make a motion we move t o — 

Mr. Murphy: So as I understand it, we are in no position to ask for 
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a public hearing at this point. Has Board declared its lead agency 
on SEQR process? 

Mr. Edsall: Done on July 26th. Can we get a 90 day waiver since it 
may take more than a couple weeks for them to gather this? They 
should give us a 90 day waiver. 

Mr. Schiefer: How do you feel? 

Mr. Murphy: It is a long time but I personally feel agreeable to it 
but the developer is really pushing us to have it approved quickly. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Then don't take it. When the time comes, we will 
have to vote no. Gentlemen, that is the fact of life. 

Mr. Rones: Until you have a SEQR process completed, you don't have 
your application ready for a vote anyway so that is not going to be 
complete until you have the traffic study and we have to review the— 
until we make a determination of significance, 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: When we ask for a waiver, we ask it for your benefit 
and for ours. We had somebody here not to long ago, they wouldn't 
give it to us and made a determination, it got no's and we had to 
start over again. 

Mr. Spista: I don't put it against you for saying no, we are trying 
to work with you and if happens to work out in 60 rather than 9 0 — 

Mr. Babcock: We are not asking you to—you have to wait another 90 
days. What it says is that the code says you have to do some type 
of action within 90 days and your days is close to being up so we 
are asking you to waive that time length. That is all. 

Mr. Schiefer: He doesn't have to waive it. 

Mr. Rones: Otherwise the Board is going to feel that they have to 
make a determination based on what they have and it doesn't sound 
like they are favorably disposed based on the information they have 
right at the moment. 

Mr. Murphy: As I understand it, we don't have to make the decision 
because the time clock doesn't start running until the EAF has been 
completed. Thank you. 
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ZIMMERMAN 

ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Route 17M Harriman, N.Y. 10926 (914) 782-7976 

GERALD ZIMMERMAN P.E.. I S 

September 6,1989 

Town of New Windsor 
Highway Department 
555 Union Avenue 
Hew Windsor. NY 12550 

Attn.: Mr. Fred Fayo, Highway Superintendent 

Re: Site Plan for Victoria Center 

Dear Mr. Fayo: 

At the request of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, we 
are sending you the following: 

Site Plan for Victoria Center 
Riley Road & Moores Hill Road 
Town of New Windsor, New York 
( 4 page set dated: August 15, 1989) 

If you would, please review these plans as they relate to your 
department's requirements and report your findings to the Town 
of New Windsor, Planning Board. 

Your cooperation and assistance in reviewing this plan is greatly 
apprec iated. 

S i n c e r e l y 
ZIMMERMAN ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Michael M. Murphy, I . E . 
P r o j e c t Engineer 

MMM/J1 

Enc. 

cc: Town of New Windsor, Planning Board * 
Applicant 
File 
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Mr. Michael Murphy came before the Board representing this proposal. 

Mr. Murphy: What we have here is a three and a half acre parcel of 
land. It is zoned for commercial use and we are looking to put a 
30,000 square foot retail and office space building up on this site. 
It is going to be serviced by municipal sewers and on-site well. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Who owns it? 

Mr. Murphy: Fira (phonetic) and I, they also own the property up 
here. He has got his house right up in here. This is a separate 
lot. 

Mr. Pagano: It is one lot? 

Mr. Murphy: This is one single lot. Matter of fact, this lot right 
now is three and a half acre lot but about three quarters of an acre 
lots within the town roadway and we would be dedicating the right-
of-way to the town. 

Mr. Pagano: Do you have any right-of-ways going through the property, 
any restrictions or anything? 

Mr. Murphy: The only easement would be the utility line easement. 
We know of no other easements. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Before we go any further, we ought to put it on a 
site inspection. 

Mr. Soukup: Didn't we eliminate 80% building area for parking ratio 
count when we changed the ordinance? 

Mr. Rones: I couldn't tell you. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Not yet. 

Mr. Murphy: We did go over the parking calculations with Mark Edsall 
and he didn't say that there was any problem with it. 

Mr. Schiefer: Kurt, would you make a note to Mark that we are going 
to want to visit the site? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I think the fire department should look at this. 

Mr. Soukup: I have two thoughts when I look at this map. Number 1, 
it is probably as dense as you can make it and it is very unimagina­
tive, looks very very unimaginative and without some fantastic 
building elevation— 

Mr. Murphy: We have designed this building to fit in. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Who drew this, Jerry? He doesn't have good taste, 
does he? 
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Mr. Murphy: This building is designed to work with the site the 
way the site itself relatively is flat and then it steps up in the 
rear. We have designed a two story building that will be accessed 
in the front at one level and accessed in the rear at the second 
level. 

Mr. Pagano: What about the emergency for the rear of these stores? 
This is, is there anything in the back? How will the people get 
out, let's say for store #9, this is going to be a solid wall? Do 
you have any provisions for people to get out of these stores if 
there is a fire? 

Mr. Murphy: At this point, that is an architectual detail. We 
haven't really looked into that but we realize that is going to be 
a problem and it is going to be taken care of. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I suggest you put a little more taste. Tell Jerry 
to sweeten up the pie, take a couple of hershey bars, whatever he 
wants to eat. 

Mr. Murphy: We are presenting you with the elevation lines and 
trying to dress it up with a good looking building. There is not 
much we can do. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Looks like a railroad station, not that there is 
anything wrong with that. 

Mr. Murphy: It is a long building, approximately 350 feet long, 50 
feet deep, 2 stories tall. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Office upstairs and retail downstairs? 

Mr. Murphy: 50% office 50% retail but we didn't want to get into 
the strict restriction that retail is downstairs and office is 
upstairs. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Going to put an elevator in? 

Mr. Murphy: We don't see a need for an elevator being the building 
can be accessed from the driveway at both elevations. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I suggest w e — 

Mr. Schiefer: No question, we will go see it. I am trying to get 
as many comments. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I think it should go to the fire department. 

Mr. Murphy: We had work sessions with Mark Edsall, Mike Babcock and 
the fire marshal 1 was there and he had looked at the site plan and 
he found no problems with the building because it is surrounded on 
three sides by driveways and he feels it wouldn't present any prob­
lems for the fire trucks. 
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Mr. Schiefer: How wide is the—Kurt, has the applicant, does he 
have a copy of the comments? 

Mr. Murphy: No, I'd appreciate it. 

Mr. Schiefer: You have a 24 foot opening here and the fire depart­
ment has no problem with it? I find that strange. Usually they 
want a minimum of 30. 

Mr. Murphy: We can provide the extra 6 feet. 

Mr. Schiefer: You say the fire department said they see no problem. 

Mr. Pagano: You will notice that when they come around the back, 
they discharge directly onto Riley Road in order to get back into 
the shopping center. That doesn't make sense to me. Right there, 
I'd like to have some capabilities of keeping them in the shopping 
center. 

Mr. Murphy: They can go to both levels without ever leaving the 
parking lot. There is a way around the building without exiting 
the parking lot. 

Mr. Pagano: You have a 4 foot—I don't comprehend the fire depart­
ment giving a favorable comment on the 24 foot with a 6.7% radius 
or whatever you have here. It contradicts everything they have been 
telling me. 

Mr. Murphy: 6% grade, 24 feet wide, grade is moderate and 24 foot 
is a regular road. 

Mr. Pagano: What is the radius of the turn? 

Mr. Murphy: I believe 50 feet. About the extra feet, makes the 
difference, we have the extra to provide it. 

Mr. Pagano: I'd like to hear from the fire department. 

Mr. Murphy: You want us to send a copy to them or would you rather 
do it yourself? 

Mr. Schiefer: No, you do it. 

Mr. Murphy: If the extra 6 feet is a problem, I am sure we have 
room. 

Mr. Schiefer: Even if the fire department approves it, we are going 
to have trouble with it. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I think when we walk the land, we are going to see 
a few more problems we don't know about. 

Mr. Schiefer: I am trying to get as many comments as we can because 
a lot of questions we have to look at it, we have to get approvals. 
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Mr. VanLeeuwen: What he doesn't show is any contours either. 

Mr. Murphy: The contours are on there. 

Mr. Soukup: Shows enough that you need an 8 to 10 foot wall across 
the back of the site. 

Mr. Murphy: I disagree. I think the highest point on the wall is 
only 6 feet high. 

Mr. Soukup: 342 to 348, okay, 6, 7 feet. Goes down to 7. How 
many yards are you going to move off the site? 

Mr. Murphy: As I see it, we are going to be filling in the front 
in the parking lot so we could only keep everything on the site, 
we can raise the level of the parking lot if need be to keep all 
the material on-site. 

Mr. Soukup: We'd like to know that before some point in time. 
Access from the front of the building to the back probably warrants 
some provision for that around the middle of the building rather 
than making everybody go to one end or the other, assuming the 
Board is going to look at this configuration, there should be some 
access through the middle of the building to the back, some kind 
of a connection from the front lower level to the back upper level. 

Mr. Murphy: Passageway for a car? 

Mr. Soukup: Public access, it is up to you to show us what you 
want to do. 

t Mr. Schiefer: I don't think you are suggesting a car. 

Mr. Soukup: I am suggesting a public access, whatever form, not a 
car, no. I think the 350 foot building is a little excessive. 
There is other shopping centers down in town that has a broken 
building, scatters it, a little better use of the property. 

Mr. Pagano: We have the opportunity here on the parking if anyone 
has been to Waldbaums lately, nobody seems to know where to park 
because lines get covered when there is a little rain, that we have 
something more of a parking, something above earth that helps 
people align their cars properly. They have like an island, I 
hope they are islands and not just painted lines. I'd like to see 
something in there, bushes or something that helps people to 
align their cars properly. 

Mr. Rones: Curbing? 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: Should be islands and curbing. Once we visit the 
site, it will answer alot of questions for all of us. 

Steve Brander (phonetic): I am from Design Group. We are the 
architects. We brought some photographs of some other structures 
that we have done in Orange County in the Town of Woodbury. It will 
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give you some idea of the style of architecture and the quality. 

Mr. Schiefer: Which ones in Woodbury? 

Mr. Murphy: Here is one, I believe this is the Oak Clove Mall on 
Route 32 and this is a long building. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: That is nice. 

Mr. Brander: We have done the Central Valley Golf Club facility. 

Mr. Schiefer: I have heard of it. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: That is nice also. 

Mr. Brander: We want to create a more pedestrian type of shopping 
center than people are really used to. We don't want one just for 
cars to run in and out but a place where people can go and do their 
shopping, do some professional work, visit offices. So, it won't 
just be a typical shopping center. 

Mr. Pagano: I make a motion that we take the position of lead agency 
for SEQR and ask for a waiver of the time limits. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I will second that. 

Mr. Schiefer: Waiving of time limits, let's take the lead agency 
first, do it separately. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. Pagano Aye 
Mr. VanLeeuwen Aye 
Mr. Soukup Aye 
Mr. Schiefer Aye 

Mr. Pagano: I make a motion that we request from the applicant waiver 
of all time limitations. 

Mr. Schiefer: I don't think we need a motion. 

Mr. Rones: Isn't that a little premature? This is the first time 
this has been on. 

Mr. Pagano: When does the clock start? 

Mr. Rones: When you complete the environmental quality review process. 

Mr. Matscherz: I would suggest you at least tell the applicant what 
information you want the environmental assessment to take, DEIS, 
Part 3 EAF, Short form. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I think long form EAF. 
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Mr. Soukup: It is up to the applicant if he wants to submit some­
thing in the way of Part 3 in mitigation of some of the items dis­
cussed tonight. He can supply the information but Parts 1 and 2 
would be the minimum long form EAF. 

Mr. Matscherz: The only reason I would suggest If you wanted to 
consider it Part 3 is it is merely contiguous to the previous appli­
cation. 

Mr. Soukup: He was here when we talked about that, some of the same 
questions exist here, any additional information you give us would 
be helpful in making a determination. 

Mr. Murphy: Is there any way we can get a copy of that neighboring 
site plan? We can relate it to our plans to see how it is effected. 

Mr. Soukup: I suggest we hold off determining whether public hearing 
is necessary until we receive long form EAF and get a chance to look 
at the data. 

Mr. Schiefer: I don't think now these recommendations, I don't think 
we have to have formal motion. You are listening to what is being 
said. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: I agree. I think we have to go to the public 
hearing eventually. 

Mr. Schiefer: On a thing like this, we'd go for a public hearing. 
I have no problem. 

Mr. VanLeeuwen: What is the zoning of that parcel? 

Mr. Murphy: NC. 

Mr. Schiefer: I have no comment with the style although we had a 
little ridicule in the beginning, I have some comments, some thoughts 
on the length of the building and things like that and either breaking 
it up— 

Mr. Rones: Instead of making it one big building together, taking 
the units and clustering them, making a couple of units and— 

Mr. Brander: We did, we had several variations. We tried angling 
the end but because of the pie shape of the site, it just was—we 
lost to much and we lost to many stores, to many offices so it 
became economically not feasible so that is why we favored the back 
of the site and we want to landscape parking areas as much as we 
can. We are also going to landscape the islands and have a buffer 
so we feel that the current footprint is the one that we will most 
likely wind up with. 

Mr. Schiefer: Maybe reduced a little on the ends, give it the extra 
6 feet. 
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TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 23 May 1991 

SUBJECT: Victoria Center 

PLANNINS BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-89-E9 
DATED: 16 May 1991 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-91-041 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted 
on 23 May 1991. 

This site plan is acceptable 

PLANS DATED: 14 May 1991 

**** 

F i r e I n s p e c t o r 
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A t t . 
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INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 19 February 1991 

SUBJECT: Victoria Center 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-89-29 
DATED: 12 February 1991 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-91-011 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted 
on 19 February 1991. 

This site plan is acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: 16 January 1991j Revision E. 

tobert F. Rodgers; ̂ CCA Rober 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr 
Att. 
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INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 11 September 1990 

SUBJECT: Victoria Center Site Plan 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-89-P9 
DATED: ^September 1990 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-90-079 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted 
on 11 September 1990. 

This site plan is acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: 

Ro'ber t F. R o d g e r s ;^CCA 
F i r e I n s p e c t o r 

RR:mr 
A t t . 
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STATE OF HEW YORK 
DEPARTMEHT OF TRANSPORTATION 

112 DICKSON STREET 
NEWBURGH, N.Y. 12550 

Albert J. Bauman Franklin E. White 

Regional Director Commissioner 

November 6, 1989 

Town of New Windsor 
Planning Board 
555 Union Ave. 
New Windsor, N.Y. 12550 
Re: Site Plan - Victoria Center 

Old Little Britain Road 
Riley Off Rt. 207 

Dear Sir: 

We have reviewed this matter and please find out comments checked 
below: 

A highway Work Permit will be required 

x No objection 

Need additional information 

Traffic Study 

Drainage Study 

To be reviewed by Regional Office 

x Does not affect N.Y. State Dept. of Transportation 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: No N.Y.S. right-of-way to be affected. 

Very Trulv Yours, 

0u•<%%>*_ 
W i 11 i a B^^E Igee 
C.E. I^Permits 
Orange County 

WE: rh 

«V 1 3 1988 
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LOUIS HEIMBACH 
County Executive 

Department of Health 

SALLY FAITH DORFMAN, M.D., M.S.RS.A 
Commissioner of Health 

October 30, 1989 

Gerald Zimmerman, P.E 
Route 17M 
Harriman, NT 10926 

Re: 
Victoria Center 
T. New Windsor 

Dear Mr. Zimmerman: 

As requested in your letter of October 18, 1989, we have reviewed 
the material sent and have determined that the water supply for this 
project will be considered a non-community public water system and 
will require approval by this office. In addition, if the projected 
number of employees is 25 or more, as would seem probable, it will 
be considered a non-transient non-community water system for which 
the acceptance criteria are somewhat more strict. The submission 
for approval must include: 

1. Application - San 96 

2. Engineer's report to include: 

a. Water usage and basis for calculation. The 
tables in Rural Water Supply, DOH and/or Design 
Standards for Wastewater Treatment Works, 1988 by 
DEC are acceptable, 
specified. 

Sizing of equipment 

Results of water tests as per Part 5, 5-1.52, 
tables 1, 2 and 3 (except THM's) plus pH, 
hardness and microbiological. Copies of tables 
enclosed. 

c. 

d. 

Well description and test results. Drillers 
and capacity analysis will be adequate. 

Catalog cuts of equipment, if necessary. 

l o g 

124 Mann Street (1887 Bvflding), Goshen, New York 10924 Tel: 914-2*4-7*61 



Victoria Center 
Page 2 
October 30, 1989 

3. Plans for the water system to include the well, location 
of pipe to building, mechanical room including 
hydropneumatic tank, chlorinator, chlorine contact tank 
if required and other items within the room. The plan 
must show the area to at least 100' from the well with 
all drains, sewers, etc. Provide inverts of any lines 
within 100'. Details which do not pertain to this 
application such as shrubbery, road sections, catch 
basins, etc. should be marked for information only not 
for review or approval by Orange County Health 
Department. 

4. Specifications for water system. This can be very simple 
and included on the plan sheet. Reference to items by 
model number is acceptable, if catalog cuts are included 
in the engineer's report. 

The following comments are made with regard to the plans sent for 
reference: 

1. The well as shown on sheet 2 does not meet separation 
requirements from the building (assuming footing drain) 
or the storm drain unless special construction is used. 

2. The well detail on sheet #4 must correspond to the 
drillers log. Alternatively, if the well is not 
installed, the remainder of the project can be submitted 
for approval and the final approval of the well deferred 
until it is completed and tested. 

3. The well seal must be properly vented. 

4. The pump sizing should be based on the calculations 
requested above with adequate reserve. 5gpm would not 
appear to be adequate. 

I hope this is adequate for you to prepare a proper submission. 

If you have any further questions, feel free to call. 

Very truly yours, 

Stoyell M. Rofobins, P.E. 
Sr. Public Health Engineer 

SMR/aje 

cc: Planning Board - T. New Windsor 
C&R Enterprises 
File 
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VICTORIA CENTER 

INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATEs 25 September 1989 

SUBJECT: Victoria Center Site Plan 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-89-E9 
DATED: 7 September 1989 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-89-080 

A review of" the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on 25 
September 1989. 

This site plan is found acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: 15 August 1989 

Robert F. Rodgers; CCA 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr 
Att . 
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FORM: 

The maps and plans for the site Approval, 

Subdivision as submitted by 

• ̂ p ° ^ ^ Cwx. 7 ̂ ti.p . for the building or 

Vt <5W CA C^7U^> 

reviewed by me and is approved^ 

disapproved 

If disapproved, please list reason 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

&fr~ >4, vggs 

C&:M-6* 
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BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, 
D.O.T., O.C.H., O.C.P., D.P.W.,MML, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision ; as submitted by 

C \«VNC*-\<^W.O^ ^r\^ ̂  for the building or subdivision of 

\\\OTcA^ Co r^KK/ : has been 

reviewed by me and is approved ^^ , 

Q±sapprovBd . 

• If disapproved, ploaae lict reason 

oyes > - : 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE 

c<::M.e. 



INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 12 July 1989 

SUBJECT: Victoria Center Site Plan 

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-89-89 
Dated: 16 June 1989 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-89-062 

A review of the above referenced site plan was conducted on 11 July 
1989 and is found to be acceptable. 

Plan Dated: 14 June 1989; Revision 1 

Robert F. Rodgers, CCA 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr 
Att. 

cc.H.e. 
JM 1 3 1688 



RICHARD O. McGOEY. P.E. 
WILLIAM J. MAUSER. P.E. 

^ ^ ^ ^ MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. S T ^ E E ^ * 
45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W) 
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12550 

TELEPHONE (914)562-8640 
PORT JERVIS (914) 856-5600 

PLANNING BQAEH WORK SESSION 
__E£__RI_ QE APPEARANCE 

TOWN OF P/B n -

WORK SESSION DATE: APPLICANT RESUB. 
REQUIRED: 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: 

PROJECT NAME : V / ; cwJA C&UJMT 

COMPLETE APPLICATION ON FILE NEW OLD . 

TOWN REPS PRESENT: BLDG IN 
FIRE INSP. ¥L 
P/B ENGR. jX 

WikM'jrpAjj/li REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT __ 

3QP r^p- ~ 

OTHER ( S p e c i f y ) 

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL: 

^ r w 0/&r^fw, jtJt^- (\nroJjk 7flu.-> ^fsr 

_ _: 

iMJES?" 

file:///nroJjk


Planning Board 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12550 

(This i s a two-s ided form) 

Date Received 
Meeting Date " 
Publ ic Hearing^ 
Action Date 
Fees Paid _• 

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN, LOT-LINE CHANGE 
OR SUBDIVISION PLAN APPROVAL 

1. Name of ^ Project Site Plan for Victoria Center 

2 . Name of Applicant c & R Enterprises Phone. 

Address P # 0 * B o x 578» C e n t r a l Valley, New York 10917 
( S t r e e t No. & Name) (Post O f f i c e ) ( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

3. Owner of Record Philip & Felicia Raiani Phone 

Address 1740 King Street, Scotch Plain, New Jersey 07023 
( S t r e e t No. & Name) (Post o f f i c e ) ( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

Zimmerman Engineering & • 
4. Person Preparing Plan Surveying, P.c. . Phone 782-7976 

Address R o u t e 17M» Harriman, New York 10926 

(Street No. & Name) (Post office) (State) (Zip) 

5. Attorney Phone 

Address 
( S t r e e t No. & Name) (Post O f f i c e ) ( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

6. Locat ion: On the s o u t h s i d e of 0 1 d L i t t l e Britain Road 

between i t s 
( S t r e e t ) 

Ld Mc £ee£ intersection with Riley Road and Moores 

( D i r e c t i o n ) : " 
Of Hill Road 

( S t r e e t ) 

7. Acreage of Parce l 3 - 5 4 ± . g, zoning D i s t r i c t 
N/C 

32 Block Lot 9 . Tax Map D e s i g n a t i o n : S e c t i o n 

10. This application is for Site Plan Approval for Victoria Center 

29 

1 1 . Has the Zoning Board of Appeals granted any v a r i a n * e - e r ; a ^ 
s p e c i a l permit concerning t h i s property? No » /. y -•••?* zuH * ••zr / 

8 9 - 29 m \ S 19« 
. — . i 



If so, list Case No. and Name N/A 

12. List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership 
Section --32 Block Lot(s) 

25 

Attached hereto is an affidavit of, ownership indicating the dates 
the respective holdings of land were acquired, together with the 
liber and page pleach conveyance into the present owner as 
recorded in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit 
shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract 
owner of the property and the date the contract of sale was 
executed. \ 

IN THE EVENTVOP CORPORATE OWNERSHIP: A list of all 
directors, officers and stockholders of each corporation owning 
more than five percent (5%) of any class of stock must be 
attached. 

OWNER1S ENDORSEMENT 
(Completion required ONLY if applicable) 

COUNTY OP ORANGE 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
SS. : 

that he resides at2; 
in the County Of 

being duly sworn, .deposes and says 

and State of 
ami that he is (the owner in fee) of 

(Official Title) 
of the Corporation which is the Owner in fee of the premises 
described in the foregoing application and that he has authorized 

• - • " to "make the foregoing 
application for Special Use Approval as described herein. 

I HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND 
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE 
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHED HERETO ARE TRUE. 

(\£ TV£r*/C/9L0 2/snsrtyfi*.*/o^lr /H 'ft -* S)' K * 
Sworn before me this x jjfaXw 0*+*"** . 

Td v (Owner's Signature) 

a XAofelicant *j 

CMMDLtCWNtOft 

*gwrtr\mr.+m**x 
&-?*-& 
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Appendix A 
State Environmental Quality Review 

FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 

Purpose: The ful l EAF is designed to help applicants and agencies determine, in an orderly manner, whether a project 
or action may be significant. The question of whether an action may be significant is not always easy to answer. Frequent­
ly, there are aspects of a project that are subjective or unmeasureable. It is also understood that those who determine 
significance may have little or no formal knowledge of the environment or may be technically expert in environmental 
analysis. In addition, many who have knowledge in one particular area may not be aware of the broader concerns affecting 
the question of significance. 

The ful l EAF is intended to provide a method whereby applicants and agencies can be assured that the determination 
process has been orderly, comprehensive in nature, yet flexible to allow introduction of information to f i t a project or action. 

Full EAF Components: The ful l EAF is comprised of three parts: 

Part 1: Provides objective data and information about a given project and its site. By identifying basic project 
data, it assists a reviewer in the analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3. 

Part 2: Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may occur from a project or action. It provides 
guidance as to whether an impact is likely to be considered small to moderate or whether it is a potentially-
large impact The form also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or reduced. 

Part 3: If any impact in Part 2 is identified as potentially-large, then Part 3 is used to evaluate whether or not the 
impact is actually important. 

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE-Type 1 and Unlisted Actions 

Identify the Portions of EAF completed for this project Q Part 1 (3 Part 2 DPart 3 

) Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF (Parts 1 and 2 and 3 if appropriate), and any other supporting 
information, and considering both the magitude and importance of each impact, it is reasonably determined by the 
lead agency that 

• A. The project wil l not result in any large and important impacts) and, therefore, is one which will not 
have a significant impact on the environment therefore a negative declaration will be prepared. 

D B. Although the project could have a significant effect on the environment there wi l l not be a significant 
effect for this Unlisted Action because the mitigation measures described in PART 3 have been required, 
therefore a CONDITIONED negative declaration will be prepared.* 

D C. The project may result in one or more large and important impacts that may have a significant impact 
on the environment therefore a positive declaration will be prepared. 

* A Conditioned Negative Declaration is' only valid for Unlisted Actions 

Name of Action 

Name of Lead Agency 

Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Title of Responsible Officer 

) 

SEP - 7 « « 

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (If different from responsible off icer) 

Pate 

8 9 - 2 9 



PART 1-PROJECT INFORM jM) N 

Prepared by Project Sponsor 
NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effect 
on the environment. Please complete the entire form. Parts A through E. Answers to these questions will be considered 
as part of the application for approval and may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any addition* 
information you believe will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3. 

It is expected that completion of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and will not involve 
new studies, research or investigation. If information requiring such additional work is unavailable, so indicate and specify 
each instance. 

NAME OF ACTION 

Site Plan for Victoria Center 
LOCATION OF ACTION (Include street Address, Municipality and County) 

Riley and Moores Hill Road, Town of New Windsor, Orange County, N.Y. 
NAME OF APPLICANT/SPONSOR 

C & R Enterprises 
BUSINESS TELEPHONE 

( ) 
ADDRESS 

P.O. Box 578 
CTTY/PO 

Central Valley 
STATE 

N.Y. 
ZIP CODE 

10917 
NAME OF OWNER Of different) 

Philip and Felicia Raiani 
BUSINESS TELEPHONE 

( ) 
ADDRESS 

1740 King S t r e e t 
cmr/po 
Scotch Plains 

STATE 

N . J . 
ZIP CODE 

07023 
DESCRIPTION OF ACTION 

Site Plan for a 30,000± S.F. Retail/Office Building on a 3.5± acre tract of land. 

Please Complete Each Question— Indicate N.A. if not applicable 

A. Site Description 
Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas. 

1. Present land use: • Urban Dlndustrial DCommercial • Residential (suburban) 

BForest DAgriculture DOther 

2. Total acreage of project area: 3 .53 acres. 

APPROXIMATE ACREAGE PRESENTLY AFTER COMPLETION 

• Rural (non-farm) 

2 . 9 0 

_Q 

-Q 

0 .63 

Meadow or Brushland (Non-agricultural) 

Forested ^ 
Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) 

Wetland (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) 

Water Surface Area 

Unvegetated (Rock, earth or fill) 

Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces 
nth»r ( I n d i r a typo) Lawn and Landscaped 0_ 

What is predominant soil type(s) on project site? g r a v e l l y s i l t loam 

a. Soil drainage: DWell drained % of site iSModerately well drained 
CXPoorly drained 20 % of site 

b. If any agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS 
Land Classification System? N/A acres. (See 1 NYCRR 370). 

Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site? DYes IS No 

a. What is depth to bedrock? > 6 (in feet) 

acres 
acres 

acres 

acres 

acres 

acres 
acres 
acres __ 

<) 
0 

0 
n 
n 
0 
3. 
0 . 

n 
42 

acres 
acres 

acres 

acres 
acres 

acres 

. acres 

acres 

drained _ 80 . % of site 

2 



5. Approximate percentage of proposed pr^^ct site with slopes: (30-10% 92 ^ f c Q10-15% 8 % 

• 1 5 % or greater _ J L _ % 

6. Is project substantially contiguous to, or contain a building, site, or district, listed on the State or the National 
Registers of Historic Places? DYes HNo 

I. Is project substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural Landmarks? DYes 09No 

8. What is the depth of the water table? > 6 (in feet) 

9. Is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer? DYes ENo 

10. Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opportunities presently exist in the project area? DYes ©No 

I I . Does project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as threatened or endangered? 

DYes QNo According to 

Identify each species . 

12. Are there any unique or unusual land forms on the project site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, other geological formations) 

DYes QNo Describe : 

13. Is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or recreation area? 
DYes QNo If yes, explain ! 

14. Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community? 
DYes QNo 

15. Streams within or contiguous to project area: None 

a. Name of Stream and name of River to which it is tributary 

16. Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to project area: None 

a. Name b. Size (In acres) 

17. Is the site served by existing public utilities? HYes DNo 

\^ a) If Yes, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection? 3Yes DNo 
b) If Yes, will improvements be necessary to allow connection? 0Yes DNo 

18. Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, 
Section 303 and 304? DYes K)No 

19. Is the site located in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated pursuant to Article 8 
of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 617? DYes QNo 

20. Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous wastes? DYes 0 N o 

B. Project Description 
1. Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate) 

a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor 3.5*3 acres. 

b. Project acreage to be developed: 3 .53 acres initially; 3*53 acres ultimately. 

c. Project acreage to remain undeveloped 0 acres. 

d. Length of project, in miles: ' (If appropriate) 

e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed N/A % ; 

f. Number of off-street parking spaces existing ; proposed -"** 

. g. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour "186 (upon completion of project)? 

h. If residential: Number and type of housing units: 
. One Family Two Family Multiple Family Condominium 

Initially N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Ultimately NiA N/A N/A M/A 

i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure 32 f height; 4 5 ' width; 3^5± length. 

j . Linear feet of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy is? 977 f t 

3 



2. How much natural material ( W J rock, earth, etc.) will be removed f r o m V i site? Q tons/cubic yards 

3. Will disturbed areas be reclaimed? CSYes D N o DN/A . 

a. If yes, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed? R e t a i l and O f f i c e Bu i ld ing . 

b. Will topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? BDYes DNo 

c. Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? 0Yes DNo 

4. How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? ^«9U acres. 

5. Will any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally-important vegetation be removed by this project? 

DYes ISNo 

6. If single phase project: Anticipated period of construction 12 to 18 months, (including demolition). 

7. If multi-phased: 

a. Total number of phases anticipated N ' ^ (number). 

b. Anticipated date of commencement phase 1 month year, (including demolition). 

c. Approximate completion date of final phase month year. 

d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent on subsequent phases? DYes DNo 

8. Will blasting occur during construction? DYes QNo 

9. Number of jobs generated: during construction 45 ; after project is complete 56 

10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project 0 

11. Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? GOYes DNo If yes, explain 

C 

Replacement and relocation nf sfnrm HrainagP rulvgri- at- Rilpy Road and Little Britain 

12. Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? KlYes DNo 

a. If yes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc.) and amount Commercial Sewage - 900 gpd 

b. Name of water body into which effluent will be discharged 

13. Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? DYes E N o Type / 

14 Will surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? DYes GO No 

Explain . 
15. Is project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flood plain? DYas @No 

16. Will the project generate solid waste? KlYes DNo 

a. If yes, what is the amount per month 1»5 tons 

b. If yes, will an existing solid waste facility be used? KlYes DNo 
c If yes give name ° r a n g e County S a n i t a r y L a n d f i l l . location New Hampton, New York 

d. Will any wastes not go into a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? DYes U N o 

e. If Yes, explain 

17. Will the project involve the disposal of solid waste? DYes ©No 

a. If yes, what is the anticipated rate of disposal? tons/month. 

b. If yes, what is the anticipated site life? years. 

18. Will project use herbicides or pesticides? DYes KJNo 

19. Will project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? DYes El No 

20. Will project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? DYes 13No 

21. Will project result in an increase in energy use? GlYes D N o 
If yes , indicate type(s) E l e c t r i c -

22. If water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity 5 m in . gallons/minute. 

23. Total anticipated water usage per day 900 gallons/day. C 

24. Does project involve Local, State or Federal funding? DYes QNo 

If Yes, explain 

4 



25. Approvals Required: 
Type 

Submittal 
Date 

City, Town, Village Board 

€*f j , Town, 4fc**pEPIanning Board 

City, Town Zoning Board 

City, County Health Department 

Other Local Agencies 

Other Regional Agencies 

State Agencies 

Federal Agencies 

DYes 

EYes 

DYes 

DYes 

DYes 

DYes 

DYes 

DYes 

(3 No 

HNo 

G3No 

13 No 

G9No 

5)No 

GONo 

09 No 

Site Plan Approval 

C. Zoning and Planning Information 
1 . Does proposed action involve a planning or zoning decision? QYes DNo 

If Yes, indicate decision required: 

Dzoning amendment Dzoning variance Dspecial use permit Qsubdivision 

D new/revision of master plan • resource management plan Dother 

What is the zoning classification(s)of the site? Neighborhood Commercial 

C9site plan 

What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning? 

33,000 s.f. Commercial Building 

What is the proposed zoning of the site? Neighborhood Commercial 

What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the proposed zoning? 

33,000 s.f. Commercial Building 

Is the proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? BYes DNo 

What are the predominant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a V* mile radius of proposed action? 

Suburban R e s i d e n t i a l , Neighborhood Commercial . P1anT»»H TTirl..Qf-T-ia1 , nf f - r ^ x, T.-tghr Indnsi-T-y 

Is the proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses within a % mile? EQYes DNo 

If the proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? N/A 

a. What is the minimum lot size proposed? N/A 

10. Will proposed action require any authorization(s) for the formation of sewer or water districts? DYes H N o 

1 1 . Will the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, education, police, 
fire protection)? Q9Yes DNo 

a. If yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? GiJYes DNo 

12. Will the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? fSYes DNo 

a. If yes, is the existing road network adequate to handle the additional traffic? GDYes DNo 

D. Informational Details 
Attach any additional information as may be needed to clarify your project If there are or may be any adverse 

impacts associated with your proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you propose to mitigate or 
avoid them. 

E. Verification 
I certify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge. 

AppHcant/Spqnspr Name,. MT> O r a l d 7immenaap Date 9 / 5 / 8 9 

Signature M-K+-JJL(Q * ^ * > Title P ro jec t Engineer 

If the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding 
with this assessment. 



Part 2-0ROJECT IMPACTS AND THEIRQAGNITUDE 
Responsibility of Lead Agency 

General Information (Read Carefully) 
• In completing the form the reviewer should be guided by the question: Have my responses and determinations been 

reasonable! The reviewer is not expected to be an expert environmental analyst 
• Identifying that an impact will be potentially large (column 2) does not mean that it is also necessarily significant. 

Any large impact must be evaluated in PART 3 to determine significance. Identifying an impact in column 2 simply 
asks that it be looked at further. 

• The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of impacts and wherever possible the threshold of 
magnitude that would trigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the State and 
for most situations. But for any specific project or site other examples and/or lower thresholds may be appropriate 
for a Potential Large Impact response, thus requiring evaluation in Part 3. 

• The impacts of each project on each site, in each locality, will vary. Therefore, the examples are illustrative and 
have been offered as guidance. They do not constitute an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each question. 

• The number of examples per question does not indicate the importance of each question. 

• In identifying impacts, consider long term, short term and cumlative effects. 

Instructions (Read carefully) 
a. Answer each of the 19 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there will be any impact 

b. Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers. 
c. If answering Yes to a question then check the appropriate box (column 1 or 2) to indicate the potential size of the 

impact If impact threshold equals or exceeds any example provided, check column 2. If impact will occur but threshold 
is lower than example, check column 1. 

d. If reviewer has doubt about size of the impact then consider the impact as potentially large and proceed to PART 3. 

e. If a potentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by changes) in the project to a small to moderate 
impact also check the Yes box in column 3. A No response indicates that such a reduction is not possible. This 
must be explained in Part 3. 

IMPACT ON LAND 
. Will the proposed action result in a physical change to the project site? 

DNO HYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot rise per 100 
foot of lengthX or where the general slopes in the project area exceed 
10%. 

Construction on land where the depth to the water table is less than 
3 feet 
Construction of paved parking area for 1,000 or more vehicles. 

Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or generally within 
3 feet of existing ground surface. 
Construction that will continue for more than 1 year or involve more 
than one phase or stage. 
Excavation for mining purposes that would remove more than 1,000 
tons of natural material (i.e., rock or soil) per year. 

Construction or expansion of a sanitary landfill. 
Construction in a designated floodway. 
Other impacts Removal of existing vegetation and ^ 

regrade entire.site 

. Will there be an effect t«. ~.iy unique or unusual land forms found on 
the site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, geological formations, etc.JDNO DYES 

Specific land forms: 
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1 
Small to 
Moderate 
Impact 

D 

D 

n 
D 

D 

D 

D 
D 
a 

D 

2 
Potential 

Large 
Impact 

D 

D 

D 
D 

D 

• 
D 
D 
D 

D 

3 
Can Impact Be 
Mitigated By 

Project Change 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 



( 
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IMPACT ON WATER 
3. Will proposed action affect any water body designated as protected? 

(Under Articles 15,24,25 of the Environmental Conservation Law, ECL) 
BNO DYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 
• Developable area of site contains a protected water body. 

• Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from channel of a 
protected stream. 

• Extension of utility distribution facilities through a protected water body. 

• Construction in a designated freshwater or tidal wetland. 

• Other impacts: • 

4. Will proposed action affect any non-protected existing or new body 
of water? l lNO DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• A10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water 
or more than a 10 acre increase or decrease. 

• Construction of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface area. 

• Other impacts: 

. Will Proposed Action affect surface or groundwater 
quality or quantity? ENO DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

Proposed Action will require a discharge permit 
Proposed Action requires use of a source of water that does not 
have approval to serve proposed (project) action. 

Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater than 45 
gallons per minute pumping capacity. 

Construction or operation causing any contamination of a water 
supply system. 
Proposed Action will adversely affect groundwater. 
Liquid effluent will be conveyed off the site to facilities which presently 
do not exist or have inadequate capacity. 
Proposed Action would use water in excess of 20,000 gallons per 
day. 
Proposed Action will likely cause siltation or other discharge into an 
existing body of water to the extent that there will be an obvious visual 
contrast to natural conditions. 
Proposed Action will require the storage of petroleum or chemical 
products greater than 1,100 gallons. 
Proposed Action will allow residential uses in areas without water 
and/or sewer services. 
Proposed Action locates commercial and/or industrial uses which may 
require new or expansion of existing waste treatment and/or storage 
facilities. 

Other impacts.— _ 

6. Will proposed action alter drainage flow or patterns, or surface 
water runoff? BNO DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed Action would change flood water flows. 
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Small to 
Moderate 
Impact 

D 
•D 

D 
D 
a 

• 
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D 

D 
D 

D 

D 
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a 
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a 

a 

D 
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a 
D 
D 
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a 
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a 
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• 
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• 
a 
a 
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D 

a 

D 

a 

a 

a 

3 
Can Impact Be 
Mitigated By 

Project Change 

DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 

DYes. DNo 
DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 



• Proposed Action may cause substantial erosion. 

• Proposed Action is incompatible with existing drainage patterns. 

• Proposed Action wil l allow development in a designated floodway. 

• Other impacts: '. 

IMPACT ON AIR 

ONO DYES 7. Wi l l proposed action affect air quality? 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed Action wil l induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any given 
hour. 

• Proposed Action wil l result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of 
refuse per hour. 

• Emission rate of total contaminants wi l l exceed 5 lbs. per hour or a 
heat source producing more than 10 mill ion BTU's per hour. 

• Proposed action wil l allow an increase in die amount of land committed 
to industrial use. 

• Proposed action wil l allow an increase in the density of industrial 
development within existing industrial areas. 

• Other impacts: 

IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS 

8. Wi l l Proposed Action affect any threatened or endangered 
species? H N O DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or Federal 
list, using the site, over or near site or found on the site. 

• Removal of any portion of a critical or significant wildl i fe habitat 

• Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other 
than for agricultural purposes. 

• Other impacts: 

9 . Wi l l Proposed Action substantially affect non-threatened or 
non-endangered species? C3NO DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed Action would substantially interfere wi th any resident or 
migratory fish, shellfish or wildl i fe species. 

• Proposed Action requires the removal of more than 10 acres 
of mature forest (over 100 years of age) or other locally important 
vegetation. 

IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES 

10. Wi l l the Proposed Action affect agricultural land resources? 
ONO DYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 
• The proposed action would sever, cross or l imit access to agricultural 

land (includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc.) 

Small to 
Moderate 

Impact 

D 
• 
D 
D 

D 

D 

D 

• 
• 
D 

D 

D 
D 

D 

• 
D 

D 

2 
Potential 

Large 
Impact 

D 
D-
D 
• 

• 
D 

O 

D 

• 
D 

D 

D 
D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

3 
Can Impact Be 
Mitigated By 

Project Change 

DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 
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c 

c 

• Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile of 
agricultural land. 

• The proposed action would irreversibly convert more than 10 acres 
of agricultural land or, if located in an Agricultutal District more 
than 2.5 acres of agricultural land. 

• The proposed action would disrupt or prevent installation of agricultural 
land management systems (e.g., subsurface drain lines, outlet ditches, 
strip cropping); or create a need for such measures (e.g. cause a farm 
field to drain poorly due to increased runoff) 

• Other impacts: * 

IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES 
11. Will proposed action affect aesthetic resources? QtNO DYES 

(If necessary, use the Visual EAF Addendum in Section 617.21, 
Appendix B.) 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed land uses, or project components obviously different from 
or in sharp contrast to current surrounding land use patterns, whether 
man-made or natural. 

• Proposed land uses, or project components visible to users of 
aesthetic resources which will eliminate or significantly reduce their 
enjoyment of the aesthetic qualities of that resource. 

• Project components that will result in the elimination or significant 
screening of scenic views known to be important to the area. 

• Other impacts: 

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
12. Will Proposed Action impact any site or structure of historic, pre­

historic or paleontological importance? QNO DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Proposed Action occurring wholly or partially within or substantially 
. contiguous to any facility or site listed on the State or National Register 

of historic places. 
• Any impact to an archaeological site or fossil bed located within the 

project site. 
• Proposed Action will occur in an area designated as sensitive for 

archaeological sites on the NYS Site Inventory. 
• Other impacts: 

13 

C 

IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION 
Will Proposed Action affect the quantity or quality of existing or 
future open spaces, or recreational opportunities? 
Examples that would apply to column 2 BNO DYES 

* The permanent foreclosure of a future recreational opportunity. 
A major reduction of an open space important to the community. 

• Other impacts: 

1 
Small to 
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DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 

DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 
DYes DNo 
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IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION 

14. Will there be an effect to existing transportation systems? 
DNO QIYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 

• Alteration of present patterns of movement of people and/or goods. 
• Proposed Action will result in major traffic problems. 
• Other impacts: TnrrPf l f ipH tj-affin f l n u r>n a v 4 o f l « g 

l oca l roads 

IMPACT ON ENERGY 

15 Will proposed action affect the community's sources of fuel or 
energy supply? El NO DYES 
Examples that would apply to column 2 

Proposed Action will cause a greater than 5% increase in the use of 
any form of energy in the municipality. 
Proposed Action will require the creation or extension of an energy 
transmission or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two family 
residences or to serve a major commercial or industrial use. 
Other impacts: 

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACTS 

16. Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration as a result 
of the Proposed Action? ENO DYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 
• Blasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensitive 

facility. 
• Odors will occur routinely (more than one hour per day). 
• Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the local 

ambient noise levels for noise outside of structures. 
• Proposed Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a 

noise screen. 
• Other impacts: 

IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH 

17. Will Proposed Action affect public health and safety? 
BNO DYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 
• Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or release of hazardous 

substances (i.e. oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation, etc.) in the event of 
accident or upset conditions, or there may be a chronic low level 
discharge or emission. 

• Proposed Action may result in the burial of "hazardous wastes" in any 
form (i.e. toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive, irritating, 
infectious, etc.) 

• Storage facilities for one million or more gallons of liquified natural 
gas or other flammable liquids. 

• Proposed action may result in the excavation or other disturbance 
within 2,000 feet of a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous 
waste. 

• Other impacts: ! 
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IMPACT ON GROWTH AND CHARACTER 
OF COMMUNITY OR NEIGHBORHOOD 

16. Will proposed action affect the character of the existing community? 
(3NO DYES 

Examples that would apply to column 2 

• The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the 
project is located is likely to grow by more than 5%. 

• The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operating services 
will increase by more than 5% per year as a.result of this project 

• Proposed action will conflict with officially adopted plans or goals. 
• Proposed action will cause a change in the density of land use. 
• Proposed Action will replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures 

or areas of historic importance to the community. 
• Development will create a demand for additional community services 

(e.g. schools, police and fire, etc.) 
• Proposed Action will set an important precedent for future projects. 
• Proposed Action will create or eliminate employment 
• Other impacts: 

19. Is there, or is there likely to be, public controversy related to 
potential adverse environmental impacts? DNO G3YES 

Iff Any Action in Part 2 Is Identified as a Potential Large Impact or 
If You Cannot Determine the Magnitude of Impact, Proceed to Part 3 

Part 3-EVALUATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS 
Responsibility of Lead Agency 

Part 3 must be prepared if one or more impacts) is considered to be potentially large, even if the impacts) may be 
mitigated. 

Instructions 
Discuss the following for each impact identified in Column 2 of Part 2: 
1 . Briefly describe the impact 
2. Describe (if applicable) how the impact could be mitigated or reduced to a small to moderate impact by project changes). 
3. Based on the information available, decide if it is reasonable to conclude that this impact is important 

To answer the question of importance, consider: 
• The probability of the impact occurring 
• The duration of the impact 
• Its irreversibility, including permanently lost resources of value 
• Whether the impact can or will be controlled 
• The regional consequence of the impact 
• Its potential divergence from local needs and goals 
• Whether known objections to the project relate to this impact 

(Continue on attachments) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 

PART 3—EVALUATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACTS 

NAME OF ACTION: Site Plan for Victoria Center 

LOCATION OF ACTION: Riley Road & Moores Hill Road 
Town of New Windsor 
Orange County, New York 

Part 2 Item 19. 18 there, or ie there likely to be, public controversy 
related to potential adverse environmental impacts? 

This project site is located on a parcel which is zoned 
Neighborhood Comercial and the proposed development of this 
parcel is in conformity with the applicable zoning. However; 
this site is bounded on the south and east by parcels which 
are zoned Suburban Residential and currently have existing 
homes on them. Due to the close proximity of these existing 
residences we do anticipate some resistance from the owners 
of these adjoining parcels. In order to minimize the visual 
impact on these adjoining parcels the developer has agreed 
to provide vegetative screening at various locations around 
this project site. 



• f o r s u b m i t t a l t o t h e 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR^PLANNING_BOftRD 

P h i l i p and F e l i c i a Raiani A «„' «. -,„,a „ , , , „ *-u *. u 
r
 1 d e p o s e s and s a y s t h a t he 

r e s i d e s a t 1740 King S t r e e t , Scotch P l a in , New Jersey 07023 
( O w n e r ' s A d d r e s s ) 

i n t h e C o u n t y of Somerset ; 

a n d S t a t e o f New Jersey , 

and t h a t h e i s t h e owner i n f e e of Section 32 - Block 2 - Lot 29 

Town of New Windsor 

w h i c h i s t h e p r e m i s e s d e s c r i b e d i n , t h e f o r e g o i n g a p p l i c a t i o n and 

t h a t he h a s a u t h o r i z e d Zimmerman Engineering & Surveying, P.C. 

t o make t h e f o r e g o i n g a p p l i c a t i o n a s d e s c r i b e d t h e r e i n . 

D a t e : ..5/17/89 

t9*» 8 9 - 2 9 



IQWN_OF_NEW_WINDSOR_PLANNING_BOARD 
SITE PLAN CHECKLIST 

ITEM 

l ^ X ^ S i t e Plan T i t l e 
2 . / ^ A p p l i c a n t ' s Name(s) 
3 . j 7 ^ A p p l i c a n t ' s Address(es) 
4 ._>^Site Plan Preparer ' s Name 
5 ._vvS i t e Plan Preparer1 s Address 
6.~ivDrawing Date 
7. ̂ Revision Dates 

8. //AREA MAP INSET 
9.y/ Site Designation 
10. ̂ Properties Within 500 Feet 

, of Site 
11./ Property Owners (Item #10) 
12.Jk/_PLOT PLAN * 
13.±/ Scale (1" = 50' or lesser) 
14,^7^Metes and Bounds 
15._^/ Zoning Designation 
16.j^North Arrow 
17. ̂ Abutting Property Owners 
18.̂ //) Existing Building Locations 
19._^Existing Paved Areas 
20. Existing Vegetation 
21. ^Existing Access & Egress 

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS 
22. Landscaping 
23. Exterior Lighting 
24._ Screening 
25.Z^Access 6 Egress 
26. ̂ Parking Areas 
27._/_Loading Areas 
28. Paving Details 

(Items 25-27) 

29. /Curbing Locations 
30." Curbing Through 

~ Section 
31. Catch Basin Locations 
32.2_JZatch Basin Through 

~ /Section 
33. //Storm Drainage 
34.jZ2Refase Storage 
35." Other Outdoor Storage 
36.2ZyWater Supply 
37.2|/_Sanitary Disposal Sys. 

38._ _Fire Hydrants 
3 9 . ^ Building Locations 
40. /^Building Setbacks 
41. Front* Building 

"/Elevations 
42.j/_Divisions of Occupancy 
43. ,Sign Details 
44.J/yBULK TABLE INSET 
45. j/property Area (Nearest 

100 sq. ft.) 
46. Building Coverage (sq. 

ft.) 
47. Building Coverage (% 

of Total Area) 
48. Pavement Coverage (Sq. 

Ft.) 
49. Pavement Coverage (% 

of Total Area) 
50. _Open Space (Sq. Ft.) 
51. Open Space (% of Total 

/" Area) 
52.j_ No. of Parking Spaces 
Proposed. 

53. / No. of Parking 
Required. 

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience 
of the Applicant. The Town of New Windsor Planning Board may 
require additional notes or revisions prior to granting approval. 

PREPARER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: 
The Site Plan has been prepared in 
and the Town of New Windsor Ordinan 
knowledge. 

By: > 

dance with _this c h e c k l i s t 
'of my * 

KMT 1088 
8 9 -



££« mw SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
Appendix B Part 617 

Site Plan for Victoria Center 
Project Title: 

., Old Little Britain Road, Town of New Windsor, Orange County, New York 
Location: . : 

I D Number: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 
( a ) In order to answer the questions in this short EAF it is assumed that the preparer will use currently available 

information concerning the project and the likely impacts of the action. It is not expected that additional 
studies, research or other investigations will be undertaken. 

( b ) If any question has been answered Yes, the project may have a significant effect and the full Environmental 
Assessment Form is necessary. Maybe or Unknown answers should be considered as Yes answers. 

( c ) If all questions have been answered No it is likely that this project will not have a significant effect. 
( d ) If additional space is needed to answer the questions, please use the back of the sheet or provide at­

tachments as required. . , 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

1. Will project result in a large physical change to the project site or physically alter more than 10 
acres of land? 

2. Will there be a major change to any unique or unusual land form found on the site? 
3. Will project alter or have a large effect on an existing body of water? 
4. Will project have an adverse impact on groundwater quality? 
5. Will project significantly effect drainage flow on adjacent sites? 
6. Will project affect any threatened or endangered plant or animal species? 
7. Will project result in a major adverse effect on air quality? 
A. Will project have a major effect on the visual character of the community or scenic views or vistas 

known to be important to the community? 
9. Will project adversely impact any site or structure of historic, prehistoric, or paleontologicai im­

portance or any site designated as a Critical Environmental Area by a local agency? 
10. Will project have a major adverse effect on existing or future recreational opportunities? 
11. Will project result in major traffic problems or cause a major effect to existing transportation 

systems? 
12. Is project non-farm related and located within a certified agricultural district? 
13. Will project regularly cause objectionable odors, noise, glare, vibration, or electrical disturbance -

as a result of the project's operation? 
14. Will project have any adverse impact on public health or safety? 
15. Will project affect the existing community by directly causing a growth in permanent population 

of more than 5 percent over a one-year period or have a major negative effect on the character of 
the community or neighborhood? 

16. Is there public controversy concerning any potential impact of the project? 

VO NO 

m 
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AGENCY USE ONLY 

5 / 1 7 / 8 9 Preparer's Signature- ^CLS^^-^^QX^_ jr~ _ D a t e : _ _ _ _ L _ 

Preparer's Title: P ro jec t Engineer 

Agency: • -

HAY l 9 H» w «7 *" 



DATE 

ZIMMERMAN 

ENGINEERING & SURVEYING, P.C. 

Route 17M Harriman, N.Y. 10926 (914) 782-7976 

NOTICE OF TRANSMITTAL 
j&#V &> 

\ 
May 1 8 , 1989 

£V 
IP­ S' 

TO Town of New Windsor Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, New York 12550 

JOB NUMBER 8 9 _ 2 7 

RE Site Plan for Victoria Center 

WE ARE FORWARDING 
YOU THE FOLLOWING 

14 sets of Plans 
Application for Site Plan 
Proxy Statement 
Site Plan Checklist 
Short Environmental Assessment Form •&a/s?, short Jinvironmenta± Assessment torn * j- •? fJ *JZ£ZL/A 

Check in the amount of $125.00 - Rjfc^uJ &**£ #> j * ™ * ^ * ^ ^*tg 

REMARKS 
For your review and next available Planning Board Agenda. 

COPY TO 
C & R Enterprises 

SIGNED 

8 9 - 29 m 1919W 
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N/F LICAR! 
SECT. 32 
BLK. 2 
LOT 33 
LIBER: 2871 
PAGE: 269 

N/F NUGENT 
SECT. 32 
BLK. 2 
LOT 32 
LIBER: 2101 
PAGE: 598 

N/F JANNOTTI 
SECT. 34 
BLK. 2 
LOT 14 
LIBER: 1891 
PAGE: 955 

MAP LEGEND 

SIGHT DISTANCE DATA 
LOCATION RIGHT 

330 FT. 
410 FT. 
450 FT. 

TOWN APPROVAL BOX 
APPROVED BY 1HE 
BUkEAU CI IIKL PREVENTION 
10WN Of NEW WINDSOR, N. Y. 

UA1E_ SIGNATURE-

N A STECKMAN 
SECT. 32 
BLK. 2 
LOT 15 
LIBER: 2225 
PAGE: 602 

HANDICAP PARKING SPACE 
PEDESTRIAN WALKWAYS 
DUMPSTER ENCLOSURE 

VIEW POINT FOR SIGHT DISTANCE 

N/F ROWELL 
SECT. 3 
BLK. 1 
LOT 26 
LIBER: 1755 
PAGE: 157 

N/F SEARS 
SECT. 32 
BLK. 2 
LOT 30 
LIBER: 1316 
PAGE: 435 

N/F MT. AIRY TRAILER COURT, INC. 
SECT. 3 
BLK. 1 
LOT 25 
LIBER: 1669 
PAGE: 424 

460 FT. 
350 FT. 
300 FT. 

NOTE: 
1) THE SIGHT DISTANCE TO THE LEFT FROM LOCATION 

#3 IS LIMITED ALONG MOORES HILL ROAD DUE 
EXISTING VEGETATION ON PROJECT SITE 

/ 
/ / 

/ 
/ 

/ 
/ 

/ 

REVISIONS: 
4 

S i 
SHUT NO. OF 

VICINITY MAP SCALE: 1 1,000' 

ZONING DATA 
DISTRICT: NC - NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL 

MINIMUM LOT AREA: 
MINIMUM LOT WIDTH: 
MINIMUM FRONT YARD: 
MINIMUM SIDE YARD: 
MINIMUM REAR YARD: 
MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT: 
FLOOR AREA RATIO: 
MINIMUM STREET FRONTAGE: 
MAXIMUM LOT COVERAGE; 

REQUIRED 

10.000 S.F. 
100 FT. 
40 FT. 
15 / 35 FT. 
15 FT. 
35 FT. 
1 
N.A. 
N.A. 

PROVIDED 

125,679 S.F. 
410 FT. 
40 FT. 
N.A. 
76 FT. 
32 FT. 
0.24 
977 FT. 

TAX MAP No. DEED 
SECTION 32 
BLOCK 2 
LOT 29 

LIBER: 2131 
PAGE: 1064 

TOTAL TRACT AREA 

PROPOSED SITE: 
PROP. RIGHT OF WAY: 

125,678.89 S.F. = 2.8852 acres 
28,294.11 S.F. = 0.6495 acres 

TOTAL TRACT: 153.973.00 S.F. - 3.5347 acres 

OWNER 
PHILIP & GUIOMAR RAIANI 
1740 KING STREET 
SCOTCH PLAINS. N.J. 

APPLICANT 
C & R ENTERPRISES 
P.O. Box 578 
CENTRAL VALLEY. N.Y. 

NOTES: 

1) PROPOSED TWO STORY OFFICE it RETAIL USE BUILDING. 
REST t RETAIL AREA = I4.04O :5F. FIR6T FCOOR. 

OFFICE AREA = 14, OAO AF. . SEOONP Fi-OOR. 

TOTAL AREA = 28, OfcO S.F. 

2) PARKING ANALYSIS: 
RETAIL - (14 040 S.F. x 80%)x(l SPC/1 
OFFICE = (U860 S.F.) x ( 1 SPC 
KE5TAURANr-(2,l40*.Fx50l) X^OSF/SEAT) 

TOTAL PARKING SPACES RE 
TOTAL PARKING SPACES 

3) THE PROPOSI 
SANITARY SE' 
DRIl 

4) LANt\ AREAS 
IRRE' 
N| 

BUILDING ICED BY MUNICIPAL 
iN SITE PRIVATELY OWNED 

O.W." (RIGHT OF WAY) ARE TO BE 
FOR DEDICATION TO THE TOWN OF 

ADWAY PURPOSES. 

OWN HEREON IS THE RESULT OF A FIELD 
ETED ON APRIL 24. 1989. 

'ELOPER IS AN INVOLVED PARTY IN THE CREATION 01 A 
IH WATER BENEFIT DISTRICT AT THIS LOCATION AND 

Y I! OSING TO CONNFCT iWs | Ni W 
IWINDSOR CENTRA! WATER SYSIEM 10 PROVIDi WAH /ICE 

FHIS BUILDING. HOWEVER, !HI DEVELOPER RESERVES I 
THIS BUILDING BY AN ON SITE Wl 

HI . IF A Wtl l IS 10 BE THE WAli I 
T Mi • AND API'-

SCALfc 1* m 30" 

DATE: AUGUST 15. 1989 

JOB NO. 89 -27 

SITE PLAN FOR 
VICTORIA CENTER 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
OKAWN BY: M.M.M. ORANGE COUNTY NEW YORK 

ZIMMERMAN ENGINEERING ic SURVEYING.P.C. 
ROUTE 17M 

HARRIMAN.NEW YORK 10926 PH»*<M4) m wt 

8 9 - 29 fftr 1 ^ Wi 
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NOT*! l ) « 0 * P * J X Y COURSES A« CKIXAP FO*. 1U 

KolD SfcCTlOKi t?LTX\L 0* 3fEMFlC*TK»AS. 

LA*J&E CuOPS, ROCK.S WP ClMptlLS. 

SURFACE IN LAWN AREA 

t^OvtKfiLV. TKt^CH TO UUNJ w*HTTViw<» 

uxt^c toe**, CLOPS AMP owptes". 

VMTV; ? ^ V S V 7 

S35» ^ 

•AcKFtuu To tLTXteiP 

a'wm 

R 0.5 OltAWtL 
PlPt SCPDlW* 

CUSHlOkl 

L V N M W . 

MiXFll.W TO 
HOCl CI»4E. 
Oft •»* MlU. 
MftMCMCflLt I t 
Ci H A T C H 

4">At*J 

M A N H O L E PETAJL. 

ia'.f#t. P I * 

BEPPING- IM EARTH EXCAVATION BEPPlNfr IN ROCK EXCAVATION 

DRAINAfrfc PIPE TYPICAL TREWCH PETAILS 
N.T. & 

FlN»->HeLO t^ORFAjOE i W ^ J L 

MATCW E X I V T I N C OR. Av-*» 

O . o T . rTEl^AKiO.4-

HcmsA-
I. P»P*H B»CE>C?INd. t > H A L L » C C J R X « > H « S > 

^fTOMBL OR. >MA^VAe.E=» C j R J k V E L 
p>K-2»-)\r4c A< 3/«4-" « i e v m A 4 4 0 

2 . BArfCKP^L-V- *"WOM I t " T O CA" A « < 9 V e . 
T H E PIPE. «>HA>l_U BK. <ULJE*Msi 6 A 4 0 
PH-AvCJES? 4 G O M P K C r e D B ^ WVAUC? 
I N U " UJ» r T^. 

I t . " i s A N O CJJ*>mOM 
6 C C N O T E . 2 . 

A H B A T H I N C i 
( T O I W M A I N 

3.R»AA\KAINC> O A . C K . R U _ % H « k L L 

M>T.->. t>.O.T. A J P V « » ^ _ D t T € > A U O * . 

CX3WVT^jc_TtEC> R4 A. KAAXIVfUM 0»= 

P » * * e EiE-OOIh^C. F»\F=>E O. O . 

^^A- 4 ^ I S A ^ L L E R . 

^ " • L A R G E R . 

TR^ICJW V^/\PrTH 

Q O v r ^»" 

o . o . v Z^O' 

6 E W E R TRENCJH C?ETAJU 
N . T 6 

m APPROVAt BOX 

LAND GRADING AND EROSION CONTROL MEASURES 

-Land to be cut or filled will be cleared of those trees which 

cannot be saved. 

— Fill material will be free of all decomposable material. 

-Once the rough grading is completed, a temporary cover consisting 

of rye grass would be seeded at a rate of J lb. per 1000 sq. ft. 

of area. 

— No cut or fill slope shall exceed 2:1 unless retaining walls 

sre being installed. Ve recommend that all diatrubed sreas not 

being worked on within 30 daya ba temporarily aeeded to rya 

grass at a rats of | lb. par 1000 aq. ft. of area. 

—Siltatlon fencing will be used to protect the stream and 

neighboring properties from siltatlon. 

— We recommend that all aediment basins or traps ba cleared when 

they become 50X full of sediment. 

-Silt that leavea the site in spite of the precautiona taken 

shall ba collected and removed a. directed by appropriate aunicip.l 

authorities. 

-At th. co.pl.tloo of th. proj.cr. . u f.por.ry .llt.tloB d.vic. 

.h.U b. re»ov.d «n< th. .ff.ct.d . r , „ r. g r. d t d, p l - n t - d # o r 

tr..t«4 in _ccord«nc. with th. .pprov.d alt. plan.. 
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I " ASPHALTiC PAVEMEMT 
5U*FAC£ OX)^6E 

4** ©ivipfeC cousi&e. 

sua-5/KSE cou«.5e. 
IsV* WlM. K.O.a. 6WNEW 

off. SVAAUE 

— ^ i c i B ^ i o W . W M -
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• * • • * * * • • • 1 

PxvtMEMT / CoRft ^ SiPEWAUK pETX»U A t P A * K ! N G A«.EA 

N O T E S : 
M T . S . 

1 ) FlfcER. EX.PAM5IOW TO»WT^ C O V ^ S ^ T ^ G OP VL* P«lE->AOULrpEp F|«CfL lODOT FILLEE 
SHAA-U. ?»E. i W S T A L L E ^ A T l O ' IVVTEtcVALS l « CU^OlMO Al4D S\t?E^JA.UVCS 
AU17 AT T O l ^ T ^ aET>4EEM CU^%li $\PEM4KLK *&V> 5\v€.>fJAL.^ || SO\LplVi& ^ 

a.) COWSTfcOCT\OM 1 0 I K A T 5 9Hl^kk B«- 1WJT A L ^ ^ r p % PX. O C . OVA S*OE>fJAL<5. 
3 ) COKIC^ETE FOR COE*»»4G T StPtMVlAUCS SUKLL TEST TO 4r#00O^S.1. AT EftOK<5. 

HAUP\CAP P-A^IKINZ- i>»aN 

KCTTE. : TO ^3(LP ^\Lmvy»ONi FEKKJa^rla 
A THEHCK *7" PEEP. 0*/CRi_A4r> 
P«3*AT U P WITH I >t Tb £ ' O r 
flJ^|&felC AHt> UMGL TWct<W . 
BWN6-FA&RJC UP ANO MA,\l_ 
OR. 6TA.PUE. -TO STAKED 

2HL.TWJON PENCE DETAIL-
N T J > 

o 
i.GO ' 

H A N P I C ^ P PARKING PETA.4L. 
N T i>. 

1 

y 
LLi 

J / 

0 

»£«. I 
* o 

K O A r ^ 

PLAN 

jji ^jiif^' C 
' »a>au» 

c jEut^HfeO ^ - T O K A C 

'JUSMS'teiii ^ a H 
m /ije»>T«ilidridWi' 

^ t£x>^p»^crreo 

CRQ66WAJLKt RAMP4 E N T t t V 

EX\t.T lM(? | 

«.OAJ7^ 

OL? . 
L . \ T T L E 

^RtTAi f l 

yK 
( f t o P O S t V ?N^<lU6 LOT^ 

0 St - ^ 0 o ca 

iW^C ••Hi HI 

IslOTE 
A. CJZJJ&\GJ> ^ T D N £ V^HULL-C WHEEL. *_i_E>J\JIN£a 
B L - A N K E T t iHAUL feiE. IN^TALX-EP WHEXtevCR. A^ 

c^>«rT^ucrnoN AOcEtai> R C A P I K T C R ^ & C T C ) A W T 

f=*\veap R O A P W Y . O A I P eu_ANKjeLT S > H A ^ L » E 
C-OMPO^LO OF t^tt DeRTH OT »* • I Vk CRLfc^HEt> 
S T O N E , A T L_CAt>T ^ O WU^E X I O O ' UJNia, ^LJQ^^eC^ 
O N C^TMI^A^TCC? ^ > O b ^ E A p B L A N p MA|KTTA»slEiP 
A ^ OOMPl"nOKit> P£* \AMC> T O P « B ^ E K T TI€ACICI^W-

^Li^tMENT' O K H O «=^>&taC R ^ t ^ T O F W/KV^> 

N X . * 

.••\#u»% ' 

SMI^-\JT T o f COiAESt OKJU.V ~ n -
1 ' CKciC iMTO EX\5T. PK\JE* \E^T . 

CROSS -SECTION A - A SCALE l /a / • x'-o 

O 
^ l x - t \ t _ 

kDV 6 R ^ S 6 e t ^ 
L id ' ' T M l c i fcLK^ET OF ^ c o " ^ 

<\P-SiAf PLE.^^E.r ifcTo ^ 0 * U . 

1 ^ R.C>.fc.GILAVE-L. 

cotAP^cTep' .Ki 

CROSS • SECTION B-B UM*-M • **>'! i ' -o 
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M 4 

2 * ^ 

3 « 

S4o_ 

o+oo 

R.£TA4NUN&i N/S/AOJL- PROFILE. 
H0R.\ZOMT/SM_ OCA.UE- \ " = 3 0 ' 

EXISTING STONE WALL 
TO REMAIN 

24" PIAs CONCRETE 
FOOTING 

FKCE O F O J R B 

6.0000* 

GABION RETAINING WALL 
FILLED WITH D 
RIP-RAP 

?Wa(i^iai(gfejg 
* r BOT-TCXA 

^ t ^ U E LUMINAiRJE, PE.TAJL, 
N.T.6. 

U 6 ^ T \ N ^ pe i i^nep rc>PR>/ipe * V E * A £ £ . Mx^tsmH^ep L-Eveu 

Tfc\W\fcL_E.HOOt*L 

MOOEL. UO KU2000 400 W M T IE£> T Y P E I L 
H U J H PWLt>£skA>£. i O p i U M 

N O T E WHERE, LUMIMA\R£ < POL.E. ARJE. HBflBJ*lE.C> TO ft>E 
IH±»TXU-EP )Ki V>AVEP P W - R E K , T H E , ?A " P » * . 
0>NC.FOOTVMLi ±>V-U^LJU E*TE-N\r> Sx*' Aifc/ I - w e t ^ M T 
TDA\£>K> t>P*A^/oE- TO POUE±> F«DW\ AiOT<.Ji>AOB4L£±> . 

PROPOSED PARKING LOT 
PAVEMENT 

- 6 " DIA. PERFERATED PVC PIPE 
TO DRAIN TO NEAREST CATCH BASIN 
AT 1% MIN. GRADE. 

2" DIA. CHRUSHED STONE 

TOWN APPROVAL BOX 

RETAINING WALL DETAIL 
SCALE: 1 

» S N » 

-

. . • * 

«io. 4 / ;>y i 

REVISIONS: 

«£ s t i « » 

orciouous 

C«y Wirt 
< 3 * M i 

M i l G»yt«< 

T . * * 

> 

cvracffctt-

STAKC PVACEMCNT 

DECIDUOUS TREES EVERGREEN TRfES SHRUBS 

Traa and Shrub Planting Detail - Skatchaa 

C O M C . S L A B SLOPED TO DIVERT WATTR 

ELL. P E T M U GRADE: w 
N.T-S. 

M O T O R C A B L E 

A J N P E R . G R O U N D \ 
^ E L E C T R I C TO H O U S E ^ 

PROP PIPE 

S E A L 

i 'D lA . P V C 5 c k . 4 0 
WATER SERVtCELIWE 
T O HOUSE 

P lTLESS A P A P T E R 

MAViUFACTufcEP BY 
fcAARTIUSOW 

*A©PEL M« «-10 CASMfr 

DROP PIPE 1*P\A. F>VC S c K . 8 0 

TOP SOIL. FOR 
SETTLlW Or 

2LA-

SUHslilsulsl\? v* > ;? 
R U M OF 

TRENCH 

R. O.B 

WATER. 
6EM»cK 
L I N E 

T R E M C H P E T A I U H.T.S 

CASlKiG SEAL (MANUFACTURED BY BAKER KAOOEL W.T .C . ) 

V hAiM. ABOVE G-ROUWD SURFACE i 
2.4" KAiu. KftOVE HlCrVAEST FLOOP L E V E U 

N O T E ' S : 

I. 6ROJTINL> A f c O U N P PIPE CA£\Nfc SHAUL. 
E X T E N D A T U E A & T 4 0 ' B B L O N 61R.APE.. 
USE N E A T CEMeKTT6dR£X>T. 

2 . STEEL. C A£>U4da ( (0* OUSk . (fN ACCC3eC*V4CJ£ 
W / A . W W A . 3TAWP»«? A\0O- * )C?e iUL . 
HOLEl,IO"PVA. T H E M I N . CA£>tN£* LEM61TH 
OR P E l P T H 6 H A U - & E THROU61H "THE 
OVEStaoepeKi INTD ae^^<5ocjK A^MP 

B E ^ ^ O L K AQTUEAC&T (O'C^ES*. 

3. P ? X V \ P ^ t^)BwEfcSlEA-e- R>AP TO PEUV^R 
5 ^ » P M . M M . 

-4 . U5E OF TEV\Pt*£J*KSSy 0UT*lC3e CAc^CWG 
»W^< BE NECJE^Afcy T D ^ E ^ M l T ^«X7r ih46 i 

#-CUCTEM-r E^ IX IOM 

HEIGHT OF PUMP 
Af tOVE BOTTOWV 
OF W E L L 

M O T S . ; 

P K > i - l To O S . F * T . <>^oH pw^ r 

T V > T 5 U 5 U A E - * T £ & L 
4 ^ M 6 U T C 

11*> pi/iT ^ r^ ^ 4»* ^ t f » r 

kj -A-SPHALT - PC 

£.LaVAT I o w PLAN 

PUMP6TER EMCL£)^>UR.e 
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N/F LICARI 
SECT. 32 
BLK. 2 
LOT 33 
LIBER: 2871 
PAGE: 269 

N/F NUGENT 
SECT. 32 
BLK. 2 
LOT 32 
LIBER: 2101 
PAGE: 598 

N/F 
SECT. 
BLK. 
LOT 
LIBER: 
PAGE: 

JANNOTTI 
34 
2 
14 
1891 
955 

MAP LEGEND 

H *- HANDICAP PARKING SPACE 
PEDESTRIAN WALKWAYS 
OUMPSTER ENCLOSURE 

VIEW POINT FOR SIGHT DISTANCE 

SIGHT DISTANCE DATA 
LOCATION RIGHT 

410 FT. 
450 FT. 

NOTE: 
1) THE SIGHT DISTANCE TO THt H I FROM LOCATION 

#3 IS LIMITED ALONG MOORES HILL ROAD DUE 
EXISTING VEGETATION ON PROJECT SITE 

OWN APPROVAL BOX 

N/F 
SECT 
BLK 
LOT 
IIBI R 
PAGE: 

STECKMAN 
3? 
2 
15 
2225 
602 

VICINITY MAP SCALE: 1" = 1.000' 

ZONING DATA 
DISTRICT: NC - NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL 

MINIMUM LOT AREA: 
MINIMUM LOT WIDTH: 
MINIMUM FRONT YARD: 
MINIMUM SIDE YARD: 
MINIMUM REAR YARD: 
MAXIMUM BUILDING HEIGHT: 
FLOOR AREA RATIO: 
MINIMUM STREET FRONTAGE: 
MAXIMUM LOT COVERAGE; 

REQUIRED 

10,000 S.F. 
100 FT. 
40 FT. 
15 / 35 FT. 
15 FT. 
35 FT. 
1 
N.A. 
N.A. 

PROVIDED 

125.679 
410 FT. 
40 FT. 
N.A. 
76 FT. 
32 FT. 
0.24 
977 FT. 

S.F. 

TAX MAP No DEED 
SECTION 32 
BLOCK 2 
LOT 29 

LIBER: 
PAGE: 

2131 
1064 

TOTAL TRACT AREA 

PROPOSED SITE: 
PROP. RIGHT OF WAY: 

125.678.89 S.F. = 2.8852 acres 
28.294.11 S.F. = 0.6495 acres 

TOTAL TRACT: 153.973.00 S.F. => 3.5347 acres 

4f>0 FT. 
350 FT. 
300 FT. 

N/F ROWELL 
SECT. 3 
BLK. 1 
LOT 26 
UBER: 1755 
PAGE: 157 

OWNER 
PHILIP Sc GUIUMAK RAIAN: 
1740 KING STRf I 
SCOTCH PLAINS, N.J. 

APPLICANT 
C & R ENTERPRISES 
P.O. Box 578 
CENTRAL VALLEY. N.Y, 

NOTES: 

N/F SEARS 
SECT. 32 
BLK. 2 
LOT 30 
LIBER: 1316 
PAGE: 435 

N/F MT. AIRY TRAILER COURT. INC. 
SECT. 3 
BLK. 1 
LOT 25 
LIBER: 1669 
PAGE: 424 

1) PROPOSED TWO STORY OFFICE & RETAIL USE BUILDING. 
REST I RETAIL AREA = l4,04Oi>F FIR.6T FCOOR. 

OFFICE AREA = 14, QAO txF . i>E£jONC> FL-OOR. 

/ / 
/ 

/ 

/ 
/ 

VISIONS: 

fa 

REVISIONS: 
4 i b - 9 0 (NO 

' 1 

% . 
vNO. 4 /391 

L1C NO. 49410 
J 

TOTAL AREA - Z^OtsO S.F. 

2) PARKING ANALYSIS: 
RETAIL m (I4 040 S.F. x 80%)x(l SPC/150 S.F. ) - u.4 SPC. 
OFFICE = ( l iBfeo S.F.) x ( 1 SPC. / 2 0 0 S.F. )m 7 l SPC. 
KEiTAURAW--(e,l60i>.FK50l) X^OSF/SEAT) -(.54*AXS« iSt /SSWS)- l& 5 f C 

' TOTAL PARKING SPACES REQUIRED = 153 SPACES 
TOTAL PARKING SPACES PROVIDED = 153 SPACES 

3) THE PROPOSED BUILDING IS TO BE SERVICED BY MUNICIPAL 
SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM AND AN ON SITE PRIVATELY OWNED 
DRILLED WELL. 

4) LAND AREAS NOTED AS "R.O.W." (RIGHT OF WAY) ARE TO BE 
IRREVOCABLY OFFERED FOR DEDICATION TO THE TOWN OF 
NEW WINDSOR FOR ROADWAY PURPOSES. 

4) THE BOUNDARY "MOWN HEREON IS THE RESULT OF A FIELD 
SURVEY COMPLETE'; ON APRIL 24. 1989. 
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.. 

. ' • ; 

WIN WATEF 

• AN ON 
.. 

ORAK 
COUI • blTt MUt>T HC* I 
C E M - r * ^ ^ f c St. i w ^ e w vMutK — _ 

SHEET NO. 0^ 

SCALE: 1 30' 

DAT! AUGUST 15. 1989 

JOB NO. 89 DRAWN BY: M.M.M 
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